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highlights 

PART  I: 


NONFOOD  ASSISTANCE  PROGRAM 

USDA/FNS  issues  final  guidelines;  effective  8-24-76 —  35686 

SUMMER  FOOD  SERVICE 

USDA/FNS  publishes  summary  of  comments  on  pro* 
posed  regulations  on  program  for  children .  35685 

VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION  .. 

HEW/OE  proposes  criteria  for  FY  1977  curriculum;  com* 
ments  by^23-76 . 35722 

GRAIN  CROPS 

USDA/ASCS  amends  its  regulations  for  wheat,  feed  grain, 
barley,  oats,  and  rye  (6  documents);  effective  8-23  and 
8-24-76 . 35694 

NEW  DRUGS 

HEW/FDA  denies  hearing  and  refuses  approval  of  appll* 
cations  for  Dexamyl . 35741 

OLIVES 

» 

USDA/AMS  issues  proposed  expenses  and  rate  of 
assessment;  comments  by  9-10-76 .  35722 

INTERSTATE  HIGHWAYS 

DOT/FHA  requests  comments  by  9-20-76  on  funding 
study  . 35756 

DISASTER  LOANS 

SBA  amends  provisions;  effective  6-25-76 .  35675 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

The  following  agencies  issue  documents  on  implementa¬ 
tion; 

Treasury  Department . 35734 

General  Services  Administration . 35767 

International  Boundary  arnl  Water  Commission — 

United  States  and  Mexico .  35833 

Civil  Service  Commission .  35757 

MAIL  SERVICES 

PS  adopts  incorporation  by  reference  for  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  (2  documents);  effective  9-1-76 .  35682, 

35685 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 

PS  proposes  revision  of  assessment  procedures;  com¬ 


ments  by  9-27-76 . . . .  35725 


CONTINUED  INSIDE 


fiedefd 


\ 


reminders 

(Tbe  Items  In  this  list  were  e<UtorlaU7  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Fbdkral  Rboistxb  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


Note:  There. were  no  Items  eligible  for 
Inclusion  in  the  list  of  Huij»  Going  Into 
Effect  Today. 


List  of  Public  Laws 


Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  becrane 
law  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  inclusion  in  today’s  List  or 
PxTBLic  Laws. 


AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 

The  six-month  trial  period  ended  August  6.  The  program  is  being  continued  on  a  voluntary  basis  (see  OFR 
notice,  41  FR  32914,  August  6,  1976).  The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  remainin  the  program: 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

'  Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/ APHIS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/ APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOt/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

Documents  normally  scheduled  on  a  day  that  will  b©  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day 
following  the  holiday. 

Comments  on  this  program  are  still  Invited.  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Day-of-the-Week  Program 
Coordinator,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-623-5284.  For  information  on  obtaining  dxtra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 
To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  higlilights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


Published  d&lly,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  l^rvlce.  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (40  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  UJS.C., 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
Is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S^  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

.1 

The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public  Inspection  In  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the  Issuing  agency. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  Is  75  cents  for  each  issue,  or  76  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  n.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 
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HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


MEETINGS— 

USDA/ASCS:  Advisory  Committee  on  Grains — 

Wheat  Feed  Grains,  and  Soybeans.  9-16  and 

9-17-76  .  35738 

National  Cotton  Advisory  Committee,  9-16  and 

9-17-76  .  35738 

Interior  National  Petroleum  Council,  Committee  on 

Future  Energy  Prospects,  9-10-76 .  35737 

NPS:  North  Atlantic  Region  Mvisory  Committee, 

9-20-76  .  35736 

BLM:  Craig,  Colorado  District  Advisory  Board,  10-4 

thru  10-6-76  .  35735 

Ukiah  District  Multiple-Use  Advisory  Board,' 

10-7  and  10-8-76 .  35735 

HEW:  National  Professional  Standards  Review  Council, 

9-13  and  9-14-76 .  35755 

Health  Insurance  Benefits  Advisory  Council,  9-16 

and  9-17-76  .  35755 

National  Institute  of  Education:  National  Council 

on  Educational  Research,  8-30-76 .  35755 

OE:  National  Advisory  Council  on  Indian  Education, 

9-10  and  9-1 1-76 .  35754 

DOD:  Advisory  Group  on  Electron  Devices  (2  docu¬ 
ments);  9-16  and  9-17,  9-21  and  9-22-76 .  35735 

Labor/ETA:  Federal  Committee  on  Apprenticeship, 

9-8  and  9-9-76 .  35775 

Commerce/DIBA:  Semiconductor  Manufacturing  and 
Test  Equipment  Technical  Advisory  Committee: 

Material  Preparation  Subcommittee,  9-16-76 .  35740 

Pattern  Generation  and  Image  Transfer  and  Inspec¬ 
tion  Subcommittee,  9-16-76 .  35740 


National  Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the  Humanities; 
Artists-in-Schools  Advisory  Panel,  9-13  anc 


9-14-76  .  35770 

Federal  Graphics  Evaluation  Advisory  Panel, 

9-15-76  . . 35770 

Visual  Arts  Advisory  Panel,  9-13  thru  9-15,  9-20 

and  10-5-76 .  35770 

Public  Programs  Panel,  9-20  and  9-21-76 .  35770 

SBA;  Concord  District  Advisory  Council,  9-9-76 .  35771 

CHANGED  HEARINGS— 

FTC:  Food  advertising,  10-25-76 . 35725 


PART  II; 

SAVINGS  AND  LOAN  ASSOCIATIONS 

FHLBB  adopts  regulations  on  conflict  of  interest;  effec¬ 
tive  9-30-76  and  proposes  proxy  soiicitation  amend¬ 


ments;  comments  by  10-8-76  (2  documents) . 35812,  35827 

PART  III: 

ELECTIONS 

FEC  publishes  advisory  opinion  requests . .  35829 

PART  IV: 

PRIVACY  ACT 


International  Boundary  and  Water  Commission,  United 
States  and  Mexico,  UnRed  States  Section  issues  notice 
of  systems  of  records . . .  35833 


contents 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
Rules 

Peaches  grown  In  Colo _  35695 

Proposed  Rules 

Olives  grown  In  Calif _  35722 

Notices 

Grain  standards;  inspection 
points: 

Nebraska _  35738 

AGRICULTURAL  STABILIZATION  AND 
CONSERVATION  SERVICE 


Rules 

Feed  grains;  "special  programs; 

1975-1977  crop  years _  35694 

Wheat;  marketing  quotas  and 
acreage  allotments;  1975-1977 
crop  years _  35694 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Advisory  Committee  on  Grains — 
Wheat,  Feed  Grains  and  Soy¬ 
beans  _  35738 

National  Cotton  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  _  35738 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT. 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Agrlcultiu^  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service;  Ani¬ 
mal  and  Plant  Health  Inspec¬ 
tion  Service;  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation;  Food  and  Nutri¬ 
tion  Service;  Forest  Service; 

Rural  Electrification  Adminis¬ 
tration. 


ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH  - 
INSPECTION  SERVICE 


Rules 

Livestock  and  poultry  quarantine: 

Hog  cholera _  35675 

Overtime  services  relating  to  im¬ 
ports  and  exports: 

Plants,  commuted  travel  time 
allowances _  35693 


ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES,  NATIONAL 
'  FOUNDATION 


Notices 

Artists-in-Schools  Advisory 

Panel .  35770 

Federal  Graphics  Evaluation 

Advisory  Panel _  35770 

Public  Programs  Panel _  35770 

Visual  Arts  Advisory  Panel _  35770 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc _  35756 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  systems  of 
records _  35757 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Domestic  and  International 
Business  Administration;  Eco¬ 
nomic  Development  Administra¬ 
tion;  National  Oceanic  and  At¬ 
mospheric  Administration;  Pat¬ 
ent  and  Trademark  Office. 


COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 
Rules 

Loan  and  purchase  programs: 

Barley _  35695 

Oats  _  35698 

Rye -  35701 

Wheat _  35702 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings; 

DOD  Advisory  Group  on  Elec¬ 
tronic  Devices  (2  documents)  _  35735 

DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Semiconductor  Manufacturing 
and  Test  Equipment  Tech¬ 
nical  Advisory  Committee  (2 
documents) _  35740 

ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Import  determination  petitions : 

Chip  14  Twigs,  Inc _  35741 

EDUCATION  OFFICE 
Rules 

State  administered  programs; 
Federal  fimdlng  assistance:  cor¬ 
rection  _  35678 

Proposed  Rules 

Vocational  education  curriculum; 
criteria  for  selection  of  applica¬ 
tions  _  35722 
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Notices 

Closed  meeting  activities  of  ad¬ 
visory  committees;  availability 


of  reports _  35754 

Meetings; 

National  Advisory  Council  on 

Indian  Education -  35754 


EMPLOYMENT  AND  TRAINING 
ADMINISTRATION  ' 


FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Advisory  opinion  requests _  35829 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Interstate  funding  study;  request' 
for  comments _ 351 


FOOD  AND  NUTRITIDN  SERVICE 
Rules 

Nonfood  assistance  program ; 

Policies  and  proc^iires _  35686 

Summer  food  service  program  for 
children;  summary  of  com¬ 
ments  _  35685 


FOREST  SERVICE 


Proposed  Rules 

Comprehensive  Employment  and 
Training  Act  programs: 

Farmworker  grant  funds,  use —  35724 
Farmworker  programs,  desig¬ 
nation  of  potential  sponsors.  35723 

Notices 

Comprehensive  Employment  and 
Training  Act  programs;  i 
Designation  of  fiscal  year  1977 
prime  sponsors -  35771 

Federal  supplemental  benefits 
(emergency  imemployment 
compensation) ;  Delaware -  35775 

Meetings : 

Federal  Committee  on  Appren¬ 
ticeship  _  35775 

ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION  N 

Notices 

Global  environmental  effects  of 
carbon  dioxide;  establishment  of 
study  group -  35758 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Rules 

Air  quality  implementation  plans: 

Preparation,  adc^tion,  and  sub¬ 
mittal;  approval,  etc.:  correc¬ 
tion  _  35676 

Air  quality  implementation  plans; 
various  Stetes,  etc. : 

Indiana  _  35676 

Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw 
agricultural  commodities; 
tolerances  and  exemptions, 
etc.: 

Captafol _  35677 

Pro|>osed  Rules 

Air  quality  impl^entation  plans; 
various  States,  etc. : 

Or^on _  35725 


Notices 

Pesticide  registration; 

Applications  (3  documents) —  35760- 

35765 

Pesticides;  specific  ex^ptions  and 
experimental  use  permits: 

BASF  Wyandotte  Corp.;  herbi¬ 
cide  benta.zon  on  peanuts _  35758 

Dow  Chemical  Co.;  microbiocide 
bromine  chloride  to  control 
"  growth  of  algae,  bacteria  and 

fimgi _  35759 

Mobil  Chemical  Co.;  insecticide 

on  apples,  etc _  35759 

Shell  Chemical  Co.;  insecticides 
to  contitd  fiies  and  mos¬ 
quitoes  _  35759 

U.S.  D^artment  of  Agriculture; 
microbial  insecticide  on 


rangeland  grass  and  hay _ _  35760 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 
Rules 

Savings  and  loan  associations: 

Officers;  conflict  of  interest  and 
proxy  solicitation;  disclosure, 
guidelines  and  prohibitions __  35811 
tSroposed  Rules 

Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insur¬ 
ance  Corporation: 

Proxies,  solicitation  of _  35827 

FEDERAL  INSURANCE  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Flood  Insurance  Program,  Na¬ 
tional: 

Areas  eligible  for  sale  of  insur¬ 


ance  (2  documents) _  35706,  35707 

Special  hazard  areas,  identifica¬ 
tion  and  mapping _  35708 

Flood  Insurance  Program,  Na¬ 
tional;  flood  elevation  deter¬ 
minations,  etc.: 

Pennsylvania  (2  documents)  __  35712, 

35714 

Texas  _  35713 

Virginia  _  35712 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Agreements  filed,  etc.: 

Med-Gulf  Conference _  35766 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Cities  ^rvice  Gas  Co _  35767 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Citizens  National  Corp _  35767 

FEDERAL  TiOiDE  COMMISSION 
Proposed  Rules 

F(x>d  advertising;  change  of  hear¬ 
ing  dates _  35725 


FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 
Rules 

Hunting:  ^ 

Necedah  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  Wis _  35681 

Sherburne  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Minn.  (2  documents) .  35681, 

35682 

Public  access,  use,  and  recreation: 

'' Kof a  Game  Range,  Ariz.,  et  al..  35679 

FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
‘  New  drugs: 

Denial  of  hearing  and  applica¬ 
tions;  dexamyl _  35741 


Notices 


Environmental  statements;  avail- 
*  ability,  etc. : 

Sierra  National  Forest,  Ran- 

cheria  Management  Unit _  35739 

St.  Joe  National  Forest,  Elk 

River  Planning  Unit _ _  35739 

Tongass  National  Forest,  Karta 
Unit  Management  Plan _  35738 


GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  system  of 
records;  corrections _  35767 

GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 
Proposed  Rules 

Coal-mining  operating  regula¬ 
tions: 

Wyoming,  reclamation  laws  and 
requirements _  35716 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Education  Office;  Food 
and  Drug  Administration;  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Education; 

Social  and  Rehabilitation  Serv¬ 
ice;  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion. 

Notices 


Meetings : 

Health  Insurance  Benefits  Ad¬ 
visory  Cotmcil _  35755 

National  Professional  Standards 
Review  Coimcil _  35755 


HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 
istration;  Housing  Production 
and  Mortgage  Credit,  Office  of 
Assistant  Secretary. 

HOUSING  PRODUCTION  AND  MORTGAGE 
CREDIT,  OFFICE  OF  ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY 

Rules 

Mortgage  and  loan  insurance  pro¬ 
grams: 

Interest  subsidy  grants;  correc¬ 
tion  _ _ _  35706 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Fish  and  WUdlllfe  Serv¬ 
ice;  Geological  Survey;  Land 
Management  Bureau;  National 
Park  Service. 


iv 
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Notices 

Ekivironmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability  etc.: 

Pacific  Power  and  Light  Co....  35737 

Sherwood  Uranium  Project, 
Spokane  Indian  Reservation.  35738 
Meetings: 

C(Mnmittee  on  Future  Energy 
Prospects.  National  Petro¬ 
leum  Council _  35737 


INTERNATIONAL  BOUNDARY  AND 
WATER  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  systems  of 
records _  35833 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Rallrocul  car  service  orders;  vari¬ 
ous  companies: 

Chesapeake  ft  Ohio  Railway  Co.  35678 
Motor  caiTiers: 

Freight  and  passenger  tariffs 
and  schedules;  correctl<Hi—  35679 

Proposed  Rules 


Rail  carriers: 

Subsidies,  rail  service  continua¬ 
tion;  determination  stand¬ 
ards  _ 36730 

Notices  ' 

Car  service  exemptions,  manda¬ 
tory  _ _  35779 

Fourth  section  applications  for 

relief _ _  35779 

Hearings  assignments -  35779 

Motor  carriers: 

Temporary  authority  applica¬ 
tions  _  35780 

Transfer  proceedings _  35782 

Rerouting  of  traffic: 

Green  Mountain  Railroad 
Corp _ _ _  35782 


LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Employment  and  Train¬ 
ing  Administration. 


Notices 


Adjustment  assistance: 

Brown  Shoe  Co _ —  35776 

Detroit  Aut<Hnotlve  Products.. .  35776 

Norvelt  Clothing  Co _  35776 

Oak  Industries -  35777 

Progressive  Uniform  Manufac¬ 
turing  Corp _  36777 

Universal  Ccmununlcations  Sys¬ 
tems.  Inc _  35778 


LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Craig,  Colorado  District  Advi¬ 
sory  Board _  35735 

Ukiah  District  Multiple-Use  Ad¬ 
visory  Board _  36735 


MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 
Notices 

Clearance  of  reports;  list  of  re¬ 
quests  _  35770 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTE  OF  EDUCATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Educational  Research,  National 
Council  _ r_  35755 

NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Marine  mammals: 

Endangered  species  parts  and 
products;  exemptions  for  pre- 
Act  prohibitions;  correction.  35682 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 


Notices 

Authority  delegations: 

Cumberland  Gap  National  His¬ 
torical  Park.  Ky.,  Administra¬ 
tive  Officer _  35735 

Historic  Places  National  Register;  ' 

additions,  deletions,  etc _  35736 

Meetings: 

North  Atlantic  Region  Advisory 
Committee  _  35736 


PATENT  AND  TRADEMARK  OFFICE 
Notices 

International  protection  of  gov¬ 
ernment  emblems  and  seals. 


submission  procedures _  35741 

POSTAL  SERVICE 
Rules 

IXHnestlc  mail: 

Postal  Service  Manual;  incor¬ 
poration  by  ref  erence -  35685 

International  mail: 

Publication  42;  incorporation  by 

reference _  35682 

Proposed  Rules  _ 

Environmental  statement  proce¬ 
dures  _  35725 


RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Loan  guarantees  proposed: 


Tennessee  Telephone  Co _  35739 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Disaster  loans _  35676 

Freedom  of  information _  35675 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Concord  District  Advisory  Coun- 
cU  . 36771 


SOCIAL  AND  REHABILITATION  SERVICE 
Rules 

Financial  assistance  programs: 

Eligibility  coverage  and  condi¬ 
tions;  correction _  35678 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Foreign  social  insurance  or  pen¬ 
sion  system: 

Western  Samoa _  36755 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Highway  Administra¬ 
tion.  _ 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  system  of 
records _  35734 


“THE  FEDERAL  REGISTER— WHAT  IT 
IS  AND  HOW  TO  USE  IT’ 

Weekly  Briefings  at  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register 

(For  Details.  See  41  FR  22997.  June  8.  1976) 
RESERVATIONS:  JANET  SOREY,  523-5282 
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list  of  cfr  ports  affected  ]f\  tfils  issue 


Th«  foilowins  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Ragulations  affected  by  documents  published  in  today’s 
issue.  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date,  follows  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 

A  Cumulative  List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections  affected 
by  documents  published  since  the  revision  date  of  each  title. 


7  CFR 

225 _  35685 

230 _ 35686 

354 _ 35693 

728 _ 35694 

775 _ 35694 

919 _  35695 

1421  (4  documents) _  85695-35702 

Proposed  Rules: 

932 . 35722 

9  CFR 

76 . . - . 35675 

12  CFR 

545 _  35820 

561 _ 86821 

563 _  35821 

Proposed  Rules: 

569 . 35827 

13  CFR 
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rules  end  regulotibes 


Thit  stctlon  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  appticaMMy  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codiflad  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  Is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1610. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  9 — ^Animals  and  Animal  Products 

CHAPTER  I— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 

INSPECTION  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT 

OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  C— INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTAp 

TION  OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY) 

AND  ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

PART  76— HOG  CHOLERA  AND  OTHER 
COMMUNICABLE  SWINE  DISEASES 

Release  of  Areas  Quarantined 

This  amendment  excludes  Franklin, 
Hampden,  Hampshire,  and  Berkshire 
Counties  In  Massachusetts;  Rockingham, 
Cheshire,  and  Hillsborough  Counties  Jn 
New  Hampshire  and  the  entire  State  of 
Rhode  Island  frran  the  areas  quarantined 
the  regtilatlons  In  9  CFR  Part  76.  as 
amended,  because  of  hog  cholera.  There¬ 
fore,  the  restrictions  pertaining  to  the 
Interstate  movement  ot  swine  and  swine 
products  fnxn  or  through  quarantined 
areas  ccmtalned  In  9  CPR  Part  76,  as 
amended,  do  not  ai^ly  to  the  excluded 
areas,  but  the  restrictions  pertaining  to 
the  Interstate  movement  of  swine  and 
swine  products  from  nonquaranthied 
areas  contained  In  said  Part  76  apply  to 
the  excluded  areas.  No  areas  In  New 
Hampshire  and  Rhode  Island  r^aln 
imder  quarantine. 

Accordingly,  Part  76,  Title  9.  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  as  amended  re¬ 
stricting  the  Interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  certain  products  because  of 
hog  cholera  and  other  commimlcable 
swine  diseases  Is  hereby  amended  In  the 
following  respects: 

In  S  76.2,  paragraph  (e)  is  amended  to 
read: 

S  76.2  Notice  relating  to  existence  of  the 
contagion  or  vectors  of  hog  cholera 
and  other  swine  diseases;  prohibition 
of  movement  of  any  hog  cholera,  vi¬ 
ms,  exceptions;  spread  of  disease 
through  raw  garbage ;  regulations ; 
fiuarantincs. 

(e)  •  •  • 

(1)  Massachusetts.  All  of  Barnstable, 
Bristol,  Dukes,  Bssex,  Middlesex,  Nan¬ 
tucket,  Norfolk,  Plymouth,  Suffolk,  and 
Worcester  Counties. 

(2)  New  Jersey.  All  of  Mercer,  Ocean, 
Burlington,  Atlantic,  Camden,  Glouces¬ 
ter,  Salem,  Cumberland,  and  Cape  May 
Counties. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended;  secs.  1 
and  2,  32  Stat.  791-702,  as  amended;  sees.  1-4, 
33  Stat.  1264,  126S,  as  amended;  sac.  1,  76 
Stat.  481;  secs.  3  and  11.  76  Stat.  130,  132;  (21 
UJ3.C.  111-113,  114g,  116,  117,  120,  121,  12S- 
126,  134b,  134f);  37  FB  28464,  28477;  38  FR 
19141.) 

Effective  date.  Ihe  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  bec(xne  effective  August  17, 
1976. 


The  amendment  relieves  restrictions 
no  longer  deemed  necessary  to  prevent 
the  Q>read  of  hog  cholera  and  must  be 
made  effective  promptly  In  order  to  be 
of  maximum  benefit  to  affected  persons. 
It  does  not  appear  that  public  participa¬ 
tion  in  this  rulemaking  proceeding  would 
make  additional  relevant  Infoimatlon 
available  to  the  Department. 

Acccndlngly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  In  5  U.S.C.  553,  It  is 
found  upem  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendment  are  Impracticable  and 
unnecessary,  and  good  cause  Is  found  fix' 
making  It  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  In  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  17th 
day  of  August  1976. 

J.  M.  Hejl, 
Deputy  Administrator. 

Veterinary  Services. 

(FR  Doc.76-24603  Filed  8-23-76;8:45  am] 


Title  13 — Business  Credit  and  Assistance 

CHAPTER  1— SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 
[Rev.  2,  Arndt.  4] 

PART  102— DISCLOSURE  OF  INFORMA¬ 
TION  AND  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

Change  in  Provisions  Designating  Official 
Oetittfng  Appeals  and  Authorizing  Testi¬ 
mony  by  SBA  Personnel 

Sections  102.5  and  102.7  of  SBA’s  Rules 
and  Regulations  Implem^tlng  the  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Act  now  designate 
the  Assistant  Administrator  for  Con¬ 
gressional  and  Public  Affairs  as  the  offl- 
clal  to  whom  administrative  appeals  of 
refusals  to  disclose  Information  shall  be 
addressed:  who  makes  final  Agency  de¬ 
cisions  on  such  appeals;  and  vdio  au¬ 
thorizes  appearances  and  testimony  by 
SBA  o£Bcers  and  employees. 

Because  of  an  Internal  Agency  reor¬ 
ganization,  the  title  of  the  official  with 
the  foregoing  responsibilities  Is  now  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Advocacy 
and  Public  Commimlcations. 

Since  this  change  involves  a  matter 
of  Internal  Agency  management,  the 
Agency  finds  it  unnecessary  to  Issue  this 
change  as  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing  with  opportunity  for  public  com¬ 
ment,  or  to  delay  Its  effective  date,  as 
provided  for  In  5  U.S.C.  563. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
In  section  5  of  the  Small  Business  Act 
(72  Stat.  386,  15  UB.C.  634),  9§  102.5(c), 
102.5(e),  and  102.7  of  Part  102  of  Title 
13  of  the  CTbde  of  Federal  Regulations  are 
amended,  effective  on  August  24.  1976,  by 
substituting  “Assistant  Administrator  for 
Advocacy  and  Public  Commimlcations’' 


for  “Assistant  Administrator  for  Con- 
gressionsd  and  Public  Affairs”,  wherever 
It  appears. 

Dated:  August  17. 1976. 

Mitchell  P.  Kobelimski, 

Administrator. 
(PR  Doc.76-34739  FUed  8-33-76;8:45  am] 


(Rev.  0,  Arndt.  7] 

PART  123— DISASTER  LOANS 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Pursuant  to  authority  dted  below. 
Part  123  of  Chapter  I,  Title  13  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Is  amended 
as  hereinafter  set  f<xth. 

Information  and  effective  date.  Public 
Law  94-305,  approved  on  June  4,  1976, 
90  Stat.  663,  et  seq.,  amended  various 
provisions  of  the  Small  Business  Act, 
which  compel  textual  changes;,  herein¬ 
after  set  forth.  In  addltkm  to  conforming 
amendments  published  effective  June  25, 
1976  (41  FR  26203) .  Since  the  regulatory 
amendments  In  qucstkxi  do  not  come 
within  the  public  rulemaking  require¬ 
ments  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  (5  UB.C.  553).  and  comments  there¬ 
on  are  not  requlr^  such  comments  are 
therefore  not  being  solicited,  interested 
persons,  however,  are  Invited  to  send 
comments.  In  trii^cate,  to  the  Associate 
Administrator  for  Finance  and  Invest¬ 
ment,  Small  Business  Administration, 
1441  “L”  Street,  N.W,  Washington,  D.C. 
20416. 

SBA  has  under  consideration  at  the 
present  time  further  proposed  imple¬ 
menting  amendments,  necessary  to  carry 
Into  ^ect  the  statuti^  changes  made  by 
Pub.  L.  94-305.  They  will  be  the  subject 
of  one  or  more  Notices  of  Proposed  Rule- 
making  to  be  published  In  the  Federal 
Register,  under  the  public  rulonaklng 
procedure  prescribed  by  Section  4  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  and  the 
public  will  be  Invited  to  submit  written 
comments  prior  to  promulgation. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  these  amend¬ 
ments  carry  out  the  statutory  mandate 
of  Pub.  L.  94-305,  and  pursuant  to  the 
authority  granted  by  section  5(b)  (6)  of 
the  Small  Business  Act,  15  U.S.C.  9  634 
the  amendments  hereinafter  set  forth 
are  effective  June  4,  1976. 

Part  123  Is  amended  as  follows: 

§  123.1  General.  [Amended] 

(1)  Section  123.1  Is  amended  by  sub¬ 
stituting  in  paragraph  (b)(3)  a  period 
for  the  cixnma  after  the  word  “causes” 
and  deleting  the  rest  of  the  sentence. 

(2)  Section  123.1  Is  further  amended 
by  deleting  paragraphs  (c)(3)  and  (4) 
thereof. 
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§  123.2  [Amended] 

(3)  Section  123.2  is  amended  by  diet¬ 
ing  subsection  (a)  (2)  (i)  therein.  It  will 
hereafter  be  identified  as  [Reserved]. 

(4)  Section  123.2  is  further  amended 
by  amending  subsections  (a)  (5)  (ii)  to 
read  as  follows: 

*  •  •  •  • 

(ii)  An  otherwise  eligible  small  busi¬ 
ness  concern  is  eligible  for  product  dis¬ 
aster  assistance  to  continue  or  reestab¬ 
lish  its  business  if  SBA  determines  that 
the  concern  has  suffered  substantial  eco¬ 
nomic  injury  as  a  result  of  the  inability 
of  such  concern  to  process  or  market  a 
product  for  human  consumption  because 
of  disease  or  toxicity  occurring  in  such 
product  through  natural  or  undeter¬ 
mined  causes. 

(5)  Section  123.2  is  further  amended 
by  deleting  subsection  (b)(1)  (ii)  therein. 
It  will  hereafter  be  identified  as  [Re¬ 
served]. 

§  123.3  Purpose  of  loans.  [Amended] 

(6)  Section  123.3  is  amended  by  sub¬ 
stituting  a  period  for  the  ctxnma  after 
the  word  “causes”  in  the  first  sentence 
of  paragrai^  (d)  therein,  and  deleting 
the  rest  of  the  sentence. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Programs  Noa.  69.001,  69.002,  69.006,  69.010, 
69.014,  69.017,  69.018,  69.020,  69.021,  69.022, 
69.023,  69.024  and  59.026.) 

Dated:  August  12,  1976. 

Mitchell  P.  Kobelinski, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-24690  FUed  8-23-76;8:45  ami 

Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTER  C— AIR  PROGRAMS 
[FRL  604-8] 

PART  51 — REQUIREMENTS  FOR  PREPA-* 

RATION,  ADOPTION,  AND  SUBMITTAL 

OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

PART  52-^PPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Correction 

1.  In  40  CFR  Part  51.7  (b)  (1)  the  ref¬ 
erence  to  “paragraph  (4)  (1)  and  (11)  ” 
should  be  changed  to  “paragrai^  (b)  (4) 
U)  and  (ii),” 

2.  In  40  cm  Part  51,7  (b)  (5)  the  ref¬ 

erence  to  “section  51.6  (g)”  should  be 
changed  to  “section  51.6  (d).”  < 

3.  In  40  caPR  Part  51,  Appendix  L,  Ta¬ 
ble  n.  Part  B.2.  the  phrase  under  the 
heading  “Sources  of  Air  Pcdlutlon” 
should  be  changed  to  “Coal  and  oil-fired 
process  steam  generating  facilities.” 

4.  Federal  Register  Document  73- 
25119,  published  at  page  33702  in  the  is¬ 
sue  dated  Thursday,  December  6,  1973, 
granted  a  two-year  extension  for  car¬ 
bon  monoxide  and  photochonical  oxi¬ 
dants  in  Virginia’s  portion  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Ci^ital  Interstate  region.  This  ex- 
tensiim  had  been  previously  denied  in 
the  June  22, 1973,  Federal  Register.  The 
December  6th  Federal  Register  failed  to 
revoke  the  original  denial  in  40  CFR  Part 


52.2428(c).  This  notice  corrects  that 
oversight  by  revoking  40  CFR  Part  52. 
2428(c). 

Dated:  August  19,  1976. 

Eric  O.  Stork, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  OAWM. 

[FR  Doc.76-24796  Filed  8-23-76;8:45  am] 


[FRL  602-3] 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Indiana — ^Approval /Disapproval  of  Plan  ' 
Revisions 

Pursuant  to  Section  110  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  the  State  of  Indiana  submitted 
to  the  Administrator  of  the  United 
States  Environmental  Protection  Agen¬ 
cy  a  State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP) 
on  January  31,  1972  to  achieve  the  Na¬ 
tional  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
(NAAQS) .  The  plan  was  approved  by  the 
Administrator  on  May  31,  1972  (37  PR 
10842)  with  several  exceptions,  includ¬ 
ing  a  partial  dlsaiH>roval  of  the  sulfur 
dioxide  regulation.  Subsequent  to  the 
May  31, 1972  action,  the  State  submitted 
an  amended  sulfur  dioxide  regulation  for 
stationary  sources  which  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  {q>proved  on  May  14,  1973  (38  FR 
12698). 

In  1974,  the  Indiana  Air  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol  Board,  after  public  notice  and  hear¬ 
ing,  adop^  revisions  to  APC-13  and 
adopted  a  new  regulation '  APC-22.  On 
October  3,  1974  the  Technical  Secretary 
of  the  ^Air  Pollution  Control  Board 
(APCB) ,  acting  for  the  Governor  of  In¬ 
diana,  submitted  to  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  a  new  regulation  APC-22, 
and  on  December  5,  1974  submitted  Re¬ 
vised  APC-13.  With  the  revised  regula¬ 
tions,  the  State  submitted  a  technical 
support  document  describing  the  ration¬ 
ale  for  the  changes  to  the  r^mlations. 
Other  regulatory  changes  were  also  sub¬ 
mitted  as  revisions  to  the  Indiana  SIP, 
and  on  May  2,  1975  (40  FR  19210)  the 
Regional  Administrator  at  the  USEPA, 
Region  V  published  for  public  comment 
these  proposed  revisions  to  the  regula¬ 
tions  contained  in  the  SIP.  Final  rule- 
making  action  on  Revised  APC-3,  APC- 
16,  APC-17,  APC-18,  APC-20,  and  APC- 
22  (in  part)  appeared  in  the  October  28, 
1975  Federal  Agister  (40  P’^  50032). 
Disapproval  of  Revised  APC-15  occurred 
on  May  6, 1976  (41  FR  18654) . 

The  remaining  regulatory  changes 
affect  the  control  of  sulfur  dioxide.  APC- 
13  sets  emission  limitations  based  on 
formidae,  and  APC-22  classifies  counties 
within  Indiana  according  to  the  need  for 
control  of  emissions  from  sources  lo¬ 
cated  in  each  coimty.  Thus,  the  submis¬ 
sion  is  a  complete  revision  of  the  appli¬ 
cable  control  strategy  for  sulfur  dioxide. 

In  the  May  2,  1975  Federal  Register 
,  Notice.  EPA  proposed  approval  of  APC- 
13,  with  certain  exceptions,  and  APC-22 
as  it  applies  to  APC-13  for  all  counties 
in  Indiana  except  Dearborn,  Ployd,  Jef¬ 
ferson,  LaPorte,  Marlon,  Pike,  Porter, 
Sullivan,  Vermillion,  Vigo,  and  Warrick. 


On  July  18,  1975  the  State  submitted'' 
additional  data  containing  a  reanalysis 
of  the  eleven  counties  questioned  by 
PT*A,  otherwise  described  as  the  Revised 
Indiana  Technical  Support  Document. 
This  document  describe  in  detail  the 
methodology  utilized  by  the  State  in  de¬ 
riving  County  Basin  Classifications. 
Basically,  the  methodology  utilizes  com¬ 
puter  dispersi<m  models. 

EPA  reviewed  this  document  (see  de¬ 
tailed  comments  in  EPA  Technical  Re¬ 
view  Document)  and  has  determined  it  1 
to  be  deficient  in  the  following  respects: 

(1)  Maintenance  of  sulfur  dioxide 
NAAQS  was  not  addressed; 

(2)  Actual  (1974)  versus  design  or 
maximum  operating  conditions  were 
used  as  input  to  the  model; 

(3)  Meteorology  of  select^  days  from 
1974  versus  a  representative  year  of 
meteorology  was  used  as  input  to  the 
model; 

(4)  Factors  such  as  growth,  repre¬ 
sentative  load,  and  variability  of  sififur 
content  4n  coal  were  not  considered; 

(5)  APC-13  and  APC-22  faUed  to  in¬ 
sure  that  emissions  from  a  source  would 
not  increase  from  one  year  to  the  next. 

In  response  to  the  May  2,  1975  pro¬ 
posal,  a  total  of  twenty-two  comments 
were  submitted  on  APC-13  and  APC-22. 
Several  requests  for  an  extension  of  the 
comment  period  were  received.  Although 
these  requests  were  not  ofQcially  granted. 
Pff^A  informally  acc^>ted  comments 
through  September  15,  1975.  Many  com¬ 
ments  concerned  the  potential  economic 
impact  on  public  and  industrial  consum¬ 
ers  and  the  Indiana  coal  industry  if  cur¬ 
rent  SOi  control  requirements  were  re¬ 
tained  in  the  counties  whose  redesigna- 
tlons  were  identified  as  unacceptable  in 
the  May  2,  1975  proposal.  However,  the 
comments  provided  only  a  superficial 
quantification  of  the  economic  impact  of 
retaining  the  old  control  strategy.  While 
the  EPA  is  concerned  about  the  costs  of 
emission  reduction,  the  recent  decision 
in  Union  Electric  v.  EPA.  No.  74-1542, 
decided  Jime  25,  1976,  confirmed  'the 
Agency’s  position  that  approval/disap¬ 
proval  must  be  based  solely  on  ctMnpli- 
ance/non-compliance  with  the  provisions 
of  f  110(a)  (2)  (A-H)  and  that  said  provi¬ 
sions  do  not  include  a  consideration  of 
technological  and  economic  feasibility. 
’Therefore,  cost  can  have  no  bearing  on 
the  Agency’s  final  action  on  this  plan  re¬ 
vision.  ’Three  comments  questioned  the 
need  for  monitors  in  counties  classified 
“C”  and  the  use  of  dispersion  modeling 
for  classification.  The  requirement  for 
installation  of  air  quality  monitors  only 
affects  major  sources  and  will  provide 
source  specific  air  quality  data  which  is 
needed  to  assure  maintenance  of  the 
NAAQS  in  the  vicinity  of  these  sources. 
The  EPA  must  rely  on  dispersion  model¬ 
ing  for  predicting  air  quality,  especially 
when  adequate  valid  air  quality  data  is 
not  a\'ailable.  Even  where  air  quality 
data  is  available,  modeling  is  useful  as  a 
complement  to  the  ambient  data. 

’The  remaining  comments  discussed  at 
length  monitoring  and  modeling  studies 
in  support  of  the  contention  that  “A** 
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classifications  were  unnecessary  for  spe¬ 
cific  eounttes.  THese  remarks  were  eval¬ 
uated,  together  with  the  State  Division 
of  Air  Pollution  Control’s  (DAPC’s) 
Technical  Support  Documents. 

This  notice  finalizes  action  on  APC- 
13  and  APC-22  Insofar  as  It  classifies 
countries  for  purposes  of  controlling  sul¬ 
fur  dioxide.  These  regulations  are  ap¬ 
proved  as  Indiana  SIP  revisions  with 
the  following  exceptions: 

(1)  APC-13,  Section  1(b)(2)  insofar 
as  the  phrase  “equivalent  full  load” 
would  exempt  from  control  boilers  used 
moderately  at  less  than  rated  capacity 
because  the  State  failed  to  demonstrate 
that  such  exemptions  would  not  Inter¬ 
fere  with  attainment/maintenance  of 
NAAQS  throui^out  Indiana. 

(2)  APC-13.  Section  2(a) : 

(a)  the  formula  “ii>=17.0  Qm*  "  where 
Ep=EmXQm’’  Is  disapproved  because  It 
permits  the  masdmum  allowable  emis¬ 
sions  (Em)  to  Increase  If  combustion 
sources  are  operating  at  less  than  rated 
capacity  (Qm) .  The  State  fafled  to  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  such  an  allowance  would 
not  Interfere  with  attainment/mainte¬ 
nance  of  stcmdards. 

(b)  The  modification  of  Qm  where 
non-Indiana  coal  Is  burned  because 
“effluent  gas  volume"  has  not  been  de¬ 
fined  and  the  State  has  not  demon¬ 
strated  that  the  lees  stringent  emission 
limitation  which  could  result  from  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  modification  will  not 
Interfere  with  attainment/maintenance 
of  standards. 

(3)  APC-13,  Sections  2(a).  3(c).  4(b). 
and  4(c)  as  they  refer  to  “direct-fired 
process  operations”  because  the  State 
failed  to  demonstrate  that  the  controls 
required  by  Section  2(a)  as  applied  to 
these  sources  would  result  in  attain¬ 
ment/maintenance  of  standards 
throiighout  Indiana. 

(4)  APC-13.  Section  3(e)  formulae 
insofar  as  they  could  be  Interpreted  to 
permit  reassignment  of  a  county  to  a 
“B”  or  "C"  Basin  designation  because  of 
increased  stack  heights.  Such  Interpre¬ 
tation  is  Inconsistent  with  Environmen¬ 
tal  Protection  Agency  policy  (see  state¬ 
ment  In  February  18,  1976  Fbdiral 
Rkoistxr,  41  FR  7450)  and  the  constant 
emission  limitations  requirement  of  Sec¬ 
tion  110(a)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  [See  Big 
Rivers  Electric  Co.  et.  aL  v.  EPA,  523  F. 
2d  16  (6th  Clr.  1975.)] 

(5)  APC-22,  Section  4  priority  classifi¬ 
cations  for  sulfur  dioxide  control  In  Jef¬ 
ferson.  LaPorte,  Porter,  Vigo  and  War¬ 
rick  Counties  because  the  Technical  Sup¬ 
port  Documents  provided  by  the  State 
failed  to  demonstrate  that  primary  and 
secondary  standards  for  sulfur  dioxide 
will  be  attained  and  maintained  In  these 
counties.  Adequacy  of  emission  and/or 
air  quality  data  and  adequacy  of  back¬ 
ground  values  used  In  determining 
whether  the  24-hour  standard  could  be 
met  without  Immediate  control  were 
questionable  Items  in  the  State’s  sup¬ 
port  document. 

All  sources  In  the  above-mentioned 
counties  will  be  required  to  comply  with 
the  emission  limitations  specified  In  “OM'’ 
APC-13.  as  finally  approved  on  May  14, 


1973  (38  FR  12698).  Sources  having 
greater  than  3,000  mllUmi  BITT  per  hour 
heat  Input  are  subject  to  an  emission 
limitation  of  1.2  lbs.  of  sulfur  dioxide  per 
milllmi  BTU  heat  input  while  smaller 
sources  are  subject  to  a  sliding  scale. 

Finally,  It  should  be  noted  that  any 
reclassification  of  a  coimty  by  the  Board 
pursuant  to  Section  5  of  APC-22  Is  con¬ 
sidered  a  revision  to  the  applicable  SIP 
and  must  be  formally  submitted  to  the 
Administrator  for  approval. 

With  the  exceptions  noted  above,  all 
other  portions  of  revised  APC-18  and 
APC-22  insofar  as  it  classifies  counties 
for  purposes  of  sulfur  dioxide  (X)ntrol  are 
approved  as  meeting  the  reciulrements  of 
Sectljm  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  40 
CFR  Part  51.  Although  the  Circuit  Court 
of  Marlon  County  declared  these  rules 
invalid  in  Indlana-Kentucky  Electric,  et 
al.  V.  Indiana  Environmental  Manage¬ 
ment  Board,  Case  No.  C73-675,  and  en¬ 
joined  defendants  from  enforcing  same 
on  November  11,  1975,  these  rules  meet 
the  requirement  of  40  CFR  51.22  that 
they  be  enforceable  because  the  State  Is 
appealing  the  Circuit  Court’s  decision 
and  the  court  stayed  Its  Injunction  pend¬ 
ing  the  appeal  on  March  24.  1976. 

This  rulemaking  will  be  effective  im¬ 
mediately.  The  Agency  findts  g(X>d  cause 
exists  for  not  deferring  the  effective  date 
of  this  rulemaking  because  the  regula¬ 
tory  requirements  are  already  in  effect 
imder  State  law  and  Federal  approval 
imposes  no  new  burden. 

On  May  6.  1976  (41  FR  18654) ,  when 
EPA  disapproved  revised  APC-15 
(Hydr(x:arbons)  and  APC-22  as  It  re¬ 
classified  areas  for  control  of  Hydro¬ 
carbons.  the  Feoerai.  Rkgisrr  notice  did 
not  contain  the  Part  52  amendments  to 
the  CFR.  This  inadvertent  omission  Is 
being  corrected  today  and  does  not  af¬ 
fect  In  any  way  the  finality  of  the  May  6 
disapproval  action. 

A  technical  review  document  discuss¬ 
ing  the  background  for  the  decision  on 
APC-13  and  APC-22  Is  available  for  In¬ 
spection  In  the  Region  V  Office  of  the 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
230  South  Dearborn,  Chicago,  DUnois 
60604;  the  Public  Information  Reference 
Unit,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Waterside  Mall.  Washington, 
D.C. ;  and  the  Indiana  Air  PoDutlon  Con¬ 
trol  Board.  1330  W.  Michigan  Street. 
Indianapolis,  Indiana. 

Acthositt:  42  USO  18S7c-5(») 

Dated:  August  18, 1976. 

John  Quarlbs, 
Acting  Administrator. 

Part  52  of  Chapter  I.  Title  40.  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Is  amended 
as  follows: 

Subpart  P — Indiana 

1.  In  1 52.770.  paragraph  (c).  subpara¬ 
graphs  (13)  and  (14)  are  revised  and 
subparagraph  (15)  Is  added  as  f<dlows: 

§  52.770  Identification  of  plan. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(€)••• 

(13)  On  October  3. 1974,  the  Teehnleal 
Secretary  sulnnltted  revised  regidattons 


APC-16  covering  CO,  APC-17  covering 
NOi  and  a  new  regulation  APC-22  cover¬ 
ing  classification  of  counties  for  SO*, 
oxidants,  particulates,  NOt  and  CO. 

(14)  On  November  8,  1974,  the  Tech¬ 
nical  Secretary  submitted  revised  regula¬ 
tion  APC-3  covering  visible  emissions 
and  revised  regulation  APC-15  covering 
hydrocarbons. 

(15)  On  December  5,  1974,  the  Tech¬ 
nical  Secretary  submitt^  revised  regula¬ 
tion  APC-13  covering  SOi.  On  Jidy  18. 
1975,  an  updated  Technical  Support 
Document  on  APC-13  was  submitted  by 
the  Technical  Secretary. 

2.  In  9  52.771,  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d) 
are  add^  as  follows: 

§  52.771  Clarification  of  regions. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(c)  The  requir^ents  of  9  51.3(a)  of 
this  chapter  are  not  met  by  the  classifi¬ 
cation  of  comities  in  APC-22  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  attainment  and  maintenance  of 
the  photoch«nlcal  oxidant  (hydrocar¬ 
bon)  standard. 

(d)  The  requirements  of  51.3(a)  of  this 
chapter  are  not  met  by  the  classification 
of  Jefferson,  LaPorte,  Porter.  Vigo  and 
Warrick  Counties  In  Indiana  In  Regula¬ 
tion  APC-22  for  the  purposes  of  attain¬ 
ment  and  maintenance  of  the  sulfur  di¬ 
oxide  ambient  air  quality  standards. 

3.  In  9  52.777,  paragraph  (b)  Is  added 
as  follows: 

§  52.777  Control  strategy  i  Photoehem* 
ical  oxidants  (hydrociudtons). 

*  •  •  •  • 

(b)  The  requirements  of  9  51.14  are  not 
met  by  Revised  APC-15  (November  8, 
1974  submission)  because  It  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  for  attainment  and  maintenance  of 
the  photochemical  oxidant  (hydrocar¬ 
bon)  standards  throughout  Indiana. 

S.  Section  52.795  Is  added  as  follows; 

§  52.795  Control  strategy:  Sulfur  di¬ 
oxide. 

(a)  Revised  AP<3-13  (December  5, 1974 
submission)  of  Indiana’s  Air  Pollution 
Control  regulations  (sulfur  dioxide 
emission  limitation)  is  disapproved  inso¬ 
far  as  the  provisions  identified  below  will 
Interfere  with  the  attainment  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  sulfur  dioxide  ambient  air 
quality  standards: 

(1)  The  phrase  “equivalent  full  load" 
In  Section  1(b)(2). 

(2)  The  formula  “Ei>=l7.0  Qm*  where 
EiiP=EmXQm’’  in  Section  2(a). 

(3)  The  phrase  “Direct  fired  process 
operations’’  in  Sections  2(a),  3(c).  4(b). 
and  4(c). 

(4)  Hie  modification  of  Qm  for  non- 
Indiana  coal  as  expressed  In  Section  2(a) . 

[VR  Doc.76-24795  FUed  8-23-76:8:46  am) 


SUBCHAPTER  E— PESTICIDE  PROttRAMS 

[PP6E1775/B108:  FRL  608-8] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTt- 
aOE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMOOmES 

Captafol 

On  June  29.  1976,  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  published  In 
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the  FunuL  Racism  (41  FR  26707)  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking,  pursuant 
to  section  408(e)  of  the  Federal  Food. 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  which  proposed 
that  40  CFR  180  J67  be  amended  by  the 
establishment  of  a  tolerance  for  residues 
of  the  fungicide  captafol  (cis-N-(  ( 11,2,2- 
tetrachloroethyl)  thiol  -  4-cycl(^exene-2, 
3-dicarboximide)  in  or  on  the  raw  agri¬ 
cultural  commodity  Uueberrles  at  35 
parts  per  millkm. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
was  issued  in  response  to  a  pesticide  peti- 
tkm  (PP  6E177S)  submitted  to  the 
Agency  by  Dr.  C.  C.  Compton,  Coordina¬ 
tor,  Interregional  Research  Project  No. 
4.  New  Jersey  State  Agricultural  Experi¬ 
ment  Station,  PO  Box  231,  Rutgers  Uni¬ 
versity,  New  Brunswick  NJ  08903  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  IRr-4  Technical  Committee 
and  the  Agricultural  Experiment  Stations 
ot  Arkansas.  Georgia.  Michigan,  New 
Jersey,  Nmrth  (Carolina,  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  No  cmnments  or  requests  for  re¬ 
ferral  to  an  advisory  oommittee  were 
received  by  EPA  in  response  to  this  notice 
of  pr(^x>sed  rulemaking. 

It  ha*  been  concluded,  ther^ore,  that 
the  proposed  amendment  to  the  regula- 
tif»m  be  ack^Jted  without  change.  This 
amendment  to  the  regulations  will  pro¬ 
tect  the  public  health. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  ty  this 
regulation  may.  on  or  before  September 
23,  1976,  file  written  objections  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk.  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency,  Room  1019,  East  Tower,  401 
M  St  SW.  Washington.  DC  20460.  Such 
ohjectlcms  should  be  submitted  in  quin- 
tupllcate  and  should  specify  both  the 
provisions  of  the  regulation  deemed  to  be 
ObJectkmaUe  and  the  grounds  for  the 
objections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
objectioas  must  state  the  issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if 
tlie  objections  are  sum?oried  by  grounds 
legally  sufficient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought 

Effective  August  24.  1976,  40  CFR 
180.267  is  amaided  as  set  forth  below. 

Dated:  August  17, 1976. 

James  M.  Coin,OM, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams. 

Part  180,  Sulq;>art  C.  {  180.267  is 
amended  by  alphabetically  inserting  a 
tolerance  of  35  ppm  for  the  raw  agricul¬ 
tural  commodity  Uueberrles,  to  read  as 
follows: 


S  180,267  Captafol;  loIrraTfs  for  rest 


dues. 

•  G 

Parts  per 

Commodity: 

million 

•  * 

• 

•  m 

Bluebenies  — < 

ss 

•  • 

• 

•  • 

(IN  Doe.76-M70S  FUed  8-tS-76;t:46  mbi] 

Title  45 — Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  I— OFHCE  OF  EDUCATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 
AND  WELFARE 

STATE  ADMINISTERED  PROGRAMS 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-226,  on  page  1395  in  the 
Issue  of  Wednesday,  January  7,  1976,  cer¬ 
tain  citaUcms  to  regulations  were  incor¬ 
rect  Paragraphs  one  through  six  of  that 
document  are  corrected  To  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended  as  follows: 

PART  117— FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE  FOR 
SCH(X)L  UBRARY  RESOURCES,  TEXT¬ 
BOOKS  AND  OTHER  INSTRUCTIONAL 
MATERIALS 

§  117.2  [Amendfsd] 

1.  In  Part  117,  §  117.2  Is  amended  by 
deleting  the  last  sentence  In  paragraph 
(d),  and  by  deleting  paragraiA  (i>. 


PART  121a— ASSISTANCE  TO  STATES  FOR 
THE  EDUCATION  OF  HANDICAPPED 
CHILDREN 

§  121a.5  [Amended] 

2.  In  Part  121a,  S  121a.5  is  amended  by 
deleting  paragraph  (b) .. 

3.  In  Part  130,  9  130.22  is  amended  by 
deleting  and  reserving  paragraidi  (a)  and 
by  revising  the  remainder  of  the  section 
to  read  as  follows: 

PART  130— UBRARY  SERVICES,  PUBLIC 
LIBRARY  CONSTRUCTION,  AND  INTER- 
UBRARY  COOPERATION 

5  130.22  Amendment  of  State  plan. 

(a)  [Reserved!. 

(b)  Long-range  program.  The  long- 
range  program  shall  be  amended  to  ro- 
fiect  changes  in: 

(1)  Estimates  of  present  and  lunjected 
program  needs; 

(2)  The  plan  of  acUmi  for  meeting 
these  needs;  and 

(3)  PUicies,  criteria,  priorities,  and 
procedures. 

(c)  Amendments  of  the  basic  SUtte 
plan  and  the  long-range  program  shall  be 
suUnitted  each  year  as  part  of  the  annual 
extenskm  of  the  long-range  program 
submitted  pursuant  to  1 130.20(b) . 

(30  UB.C.  361d.  354,  355c.  355e-3) 


PART  141— FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE  FOR 
STRENGTHENING  INSTRUCTION  IN 
ACADEMIC  SUBJECTS  IN  PUBUC 
SCHOOLS 

§  141.6  [Amended] 

4.  In  Part  141.  f  141.6  is  amended  by 
deletbig  paragraj^  (c) . 


PART  166— STATE  ADULT 
EDUCATION  PROGRAMS 

8 166.15  [Removed] 

5.  In  Part  166,  9  166JS  is  deleted. 


PART  173— FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE  FOR 
COMMUNITY  SERVICE  AND  CONTINU¬ 
ING  EDUCATION  PROGRAMS 

§  173.13  [Removed] 

6.  In  Part  173,  9  173.13  Is  amended  by 
deleting  i>aragraph  (b) . 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domeetlo  Amtotance  Noa. 
18.400-18.571,  Office  of  Education.) 

Dated:  August  17, 1976. 

Bryan  B.  Mitchxll, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Management  Planning  and 
Technology. 

(FR  DOC.76-247S9  FUed  8-33-76;8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  II— SOCIAL  AND  REHABILITA¬ 
TION  SERVICE  (ASSISTANCE  PRO¬ 
GRAMS),  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

PART  233— COVERAGE  AND  (X)NDITIONS 
OF  EUGIBILITY  IN  FINANCIAL  ASSIST¬ 
ANCE  PROGRAMS 

Disregard  of  Benefits  Received  Under 
Other  Laws;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-8777  appearing  at  page 
13357  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Tues¬ 
day,  March  30,  1976,  paragraUi  l.c.  of 
the  preamble  is  corrected  by  adding  a 
period  foUowing  the  words  “Pub.  L.  93- 
113’*  and  deleting  the  phrase  “who  were 
receiving  assistance  prior  to  becoming 
VISTA  volxmteers.**  The  correction  is 
necessary  to  make  the  summarlxatlon  ot 
regulation  changes  in  the  preamble  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  regulation  language.  The 
disregard  of  VISTA  paymoits  aiH>lies  to 
both  applicants  and  recipients  U  public 
assistance. 

Approved:  August  17,  1976. 

Bryan  B.  Mitchkll, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Management  Planning  and 
Technology. 

(FR  Doc.7e-34770  FUed  8-33-76;8:45  am] 


Titie  49 — ^Transportation 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUVCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

(Rev.  8. 0.  No.  1238] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 

Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Company 

At  a  Session  of  the  INTERSTATE 
COMMERCTE  (X>MMISSION,  Railroad 
Service  Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C, 
on  the  18th  day  of  August,  1976. 

It  appearing.  That  a  portion  of  the 
line  of  the  Erie-Lackawanna  Railway 
Company,  Thomas  F.  Patton  and  Ralph 
S.  T^ler,  Jr.,  Trustees,  (EL),  located  be¬ 
tween  State  Line  Tower  and  Hy  Tower, 
in  the  vicinity  of  Hammond,  Indiana,  was 
removed  from  service  on  April  1,  1976; 
that  these  tracks  of  the  EL  were  used  by 
The  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  (CfcO).  as  a  portion  of  its  main  Una 
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between  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Chicago, 
mmole;  that  there  Is  no  other  practical 
route  for  the  operation  through  Ham¬ 
mond  ^  the  C&O  trains;  that  an  alter¬ 
nate  route  for  the  aforementioned  trains 
of  the  C&O  Is  available  via  certam  tracks 
of  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad 
Company  (BliO) ,  between  Wellsboro,  In¬ 
diana,  and  Pine  Junction.  Indiana;  that 
the  B&O  has  consented  to  use  of  these 
tracks  by  the  CfcO;  that  operation  by  the 
C&O  of  its  trains  over  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  tracks  of  the  B&O  Is  necessary  In 
the  mterest  of  the  pubHc  and  the  com¬ 
merce  of  the  people;  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  herein  are  Impracti¬ 
cable  and  contrary  to  the  public  mter¬ 
est;  and  that  good  cause  exists  for  mak- 
mg  this  order  effective  upon  less  than 
thirty  days’  notice. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

8  1033.1236  The  Chesapeake  and  Ohio 
Railway  Company  anlhoriaed  to  op¬ 
erate  over  tracks  of  the  Baltimore 
and  CHdo  Railroad  Company. 

(a)  The  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway 
Company  (C&O)  be,  and  It  Is  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  over  tracks  of  The 
Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company 
(B&O),  between  Wellsboro  and  Pme 
Junction,  Indiana,  a  distance  of  35.06 
miles,  pendmg  dliQ>08ttlon  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  C&O  m  Finance  Docket  No. 
28188,  seeking  permanent  authority  to 
operate  over  these  tracks. 

(b)  AgtpHcation.  The  provisions  of  this 
order  shall  apply  to  mtra^te,  mterstate, 
and  for^gn  traffic. 

(c)  Rates  appUeable.  Inasmuch  as  this 
operation  by  the  C&O  over  tracks  of  the 
B&O  Is  deemed  to  be  due  to  carrier’s  dis¬ 
ability,  the  rates  applicable  to  traffic 
moved  by  the  C&O  over  these  tracks  of 
the  B&O  shall  be  the  rates  which  were 
applicable  on  the  shipments  at  the  time 
of  shipment  as  originally  routed. 

(d)  Nothmg  m  this  order  shall  be 
deemed  to  relieve  the  C&O  of  its  obliga¬ 
tions  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  over 
Its  Une  between  La  Crosse.  Indiana,  and 
its  connection  with  the  EL  at  Hy  Tower 
m  Hammcmd,  Indiana,  to  the  extent  re¬ 
quired  to  provide  rail  transportation  to 
shippers  dependent  on  the  C&O  for  rail¬ 
road  service. 

(e)  Effective  date:  ’This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  August  31, 
1976. 

(f)  Expiration  date:  ’The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  Jan¬ 
uary  31, 1977,  unless  otherwise  modified, 
changed,  or  susp^ded  by  order  of  this 
Commission. 

(Secs.  1,  13,  15,  and  17(2),  24  Stat.  870,  883, 
884.  as  amended;  48  UJS.O.  1.  13.  IS,  and 
17(2).  Interprets  or  applies  Secs.  1(10-17), 
15(4),  and  17(3),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended, 
54  Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17),  15(4),  and 
17(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  copies  of 
this  (HTder  shall  be  served  upon  the  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  American  Railroads,  Car  Serv¬ 
ice  Division,  as  agent  of  the  railroads 
subsorlbmg  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American 
Short  Line  Railroad  Assoclatitm;  and 


that  notice  of  this  mder  shall  be  given 
to  the  general  public  by  depositing  a  copy 
in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  ol  the 
Commission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
by  filing  it  with  the  Director,  (Jfllce  of 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members,  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 
Thomas  J.  Byrne,  and  William  J.  Love. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

|FH  Doc  76-24808  Piled  8-23-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  85887] 

PART  1307 — FREIGHT  RATE  TARIFFS, 
SCHEDULES  AND  CLASSIFICATIONS  OF 
MOTOR  CARRIERS 

PART  1310— FREIGHT  RATE  TARIFFS  AND 
CLASSIFICATIONS  OF  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS 

Revision  of  Regulations  for  the  Construc¬ 
tion,  Filing,  and  Posting  of  Tariffs  of 
Common  Carriers  of  Property  by  Motor 
Vehicle  end  Tariffs  of  Certain  Common 
Carriers  by  Water 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-21147  appearing  on 
page  30590  In  the  Issue  for  Monday,  July 
26, 1976,  the  following  changes  should  be 
made: 

(1)  On  page  30600,  In  1 1310.6  (n)  (6)  , 
the  symbols  at  the  top  of  the  third  col¬ 
umn  should  have  read  as  fc^ws: 

1  or  (B)  to  denote  reductlona 
4  or  (A)  denote  Increases 
A  or  (O)  denote  changes  which  result  In 
neither  Increases  nor  reduottons  in 
charges 

•  to  denote  no  change  In  rate  (see  1 1310.10 
(t)  (rule  10) ) 

+  to  denote  Intrastate  iq>pUoatk>n  only 
□  to  denote  reissued  matter  (see  i  1310.10 
(g)  (rule  10) )  '  852 1.O.C. 

(2)  On  page  30624,  in  the  third  col¬ 
umn,  after  the  4th  line  of  i  1310.25(0), 
the  following  line  was  omitted:  ’’old  car¬ 
rier  has  on  file,  and  the  authority”. 

Title  50 — ^Wildlife  and  Pistieries 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  RSH  AND 
WILDUFE  SERVICE.  DEPARTMENT  OF 
THE  INTERIOR 

PART  26— PUBLIC  ENTRY  AND  USE 
PART  32— HUNTING 
Individual  Wildlife  Refuge  Areas 

'Ihe  following  special  regulation  Is  Is¬ 
sued  and  Is  effective  on  September  1, 
1976. 

§  26.34  Special  regulatloiis;  public  ac¬ 
cess,  use,  and  recreation;  for  indi¬ 
vidual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Arizona 

KOFA  GAME  RANGE 

For  purposes  of  protecting  wildlife 
habitat  and  the  fragile  ^vlronment  of 
the  660,000-acre  Kofa  Qame  Range,  Ari¬ 
zona,  camping  Is  limited  for  each  pmon 
to  14  days  during  any  12-month  period. 
Recreational  (non-emnmerelal)  rock- 
hounding,  including  digging  with  simple 


hand  tools,  Is  permitted  oidy  In  the  desig¬ 
nated  area  known  as  Crj^al  Hill,  de- 
scribed  as  foDews: 

OiLA  AND  Salt  Bivxa  Mbbidian 
T  2  N  R.  IS  W 

Sec.  3,  lots  3  and  4,  S^^NWy^  and  SW)4; 

Sec.  8,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclustve,  8)4N)4  and 
S«/4; 

Sec.  4.  lots  1  to  4,  Inclxulve,  and 

Secs.  9  and  10; 

Sec.  11.  W)4; 

Sec.  14.  NW^; 

Sec.  15,N]4. 

’The  areas  described  aggregate  3,684.39 
acres. 

On  the  remainder  of  the  Kofa  Oame 
'Range  outside  the  designated  CrystaJ 
Hill  area,  collecting  of  rocks  or  minerals, 
or  both.  Is  restricted  to  materials  that 
are  exposed  and  collectible  without  the 
use  of  tools.  Digging,  Including  the  use  of 
simple  hand  tools.  Is  pn^iiblted  except 
In  the  designated  area  taiown  as  Crystal 
Hill. 

The  provisions  of  this  imeclal  regida- 
tlon  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  public  access,  use  and  recreation 
on  wildlife  refuge  areas  generally  which 
are  set  forth  In  ’ntle  50.  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  26,  and  are  effective 
through  December  31, 1976. 

’The  following  special  regulations  are 
Issued  and  are  effective  on  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  In  the  Federal  Register.  The 
limited  time  ensuing  from  the  date  of  the 
adoption  of  the  Fed«*al  migratory  game 
bird  regulations  to  and  Including  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  State  bunting  seasons 
makes  it  Impracticable  to  give  public 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations;  migralory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Arizona  and  California 
CIBOLA  national  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  doves  on  the 
Cibola  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Arizona 
and  California,  Is  permitted  as  follows: 
Arizona — mourning  and  whlte-wlnged 
doves,  frmn  September  1  through  Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1976,  inclusive;  mourning 
doves  only,  from  December  11  through 
January  9,  1977,  Inclusive.  California — 
mourning  and  whlte-wlnged  doves,  from 
Sept«nber  1  through  September  30, 
1976,  Inclusive;  and  from  November  20 
through  December  5,  1976,  Inclusive. 
Hunting  Is  permitted  only  on  the  areas 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  himtlng. 
These  open  areas,  comprising  7,500  acres, 
are  delineated  on  maps  available  at  ref¬ 
uge  headquarters,  Blythe,  California, 
and  from  the  Rt^donal  Director,  n.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  P.O.  Box  1306, 
Albuquerque.  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunt¬ 
ing  shall  be  In  accordance  with  all  aiH>ll- 
cable  State  and  Federal  regulations  cov¬ 
ering  the  hunting  of  doves  subject  to  the 
f(dlowlDg  special  condHlcHw: 

(1)  Up  to  2  dogs  per  hunter  may  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  hunting  and 
retrieving. 

(2)  Pits  or  permanmt  Uteds  are  pro¬ 
hibited. 
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(S)  Hnnttnc  Is  prohlbllsd  within  one- 
fourth  mils  of  sny  oceupisd  dwiNUnc  or 
250  yards  of  any  farm  fleM  worker. 

(4)  Campfires  wQl  be  permitted  only  In 
designated  areas.  All  other  open  fires  are 
prohibited. 

(5)  Cibola  Lake,  located  In  Zone  L  Is 
closed  to  fishing  from  October  1  through 
Maixh  1  during  the  waterfowl  use  period. 

The  provlslcms  of  this  special  regula> 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32.  and 
are  effective  through  January  9, 1977. 

HAVASU  KATIONAL  WnnUFl  RKFUGK 

The  ptrit>llc  hunting  of  doves  cm  the 
Ravasu  Naitlcmal  Wildlife  Refuge,  Arl- 
sona  and  California,  is  permitted  only  on 
the  area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to 
hunting.  This  op^  area,  comprising 
34,200  acres,  is  delineated  cm  maps  avail> 
able  at  refuge  headquarters.  Needles, 
Califomla,  and  from  the  Regional  Direc¬ 
tor.  UB.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  P.O. 
Box  1306,  Albuquerque.  New  Mexico 
87103.  Hunting  seasons  are  as  follows: 
Arizcma — mcmmlng  and  wfalte-wlnged 
doves,  from  S^Ttember  1  through  Sep- 
tend>er  20.  1976,  inclusive;  mourning 
doves  only,  fnun  December  11,  1976 
through  January  9.  1977,  inclusive.  Cali¬ 
fornia — mourning  and  whlte-wlnged 
doves,  from  September  1  through  Sep¬ 
tember  30.  1976.  inclusive;  and  from  No¬ 
vember  20  through  Decembm-  5. 1976,  In¬ 
clusive.  Himting  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  all  awJlcable  State  and  Federal 
regulations  covering  the  hunting  of  dovea 
8id>Ject  to  the  following  special  condi¬ 
tions: 

(1)  Hunting  is  prohibited  within  one- 
fourth  mile  of  any  occupied  dwelling  or 
concession  c^ieration. 

(2)  Up  to  2  dogs  p^  himter  may  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  hunting  and  re¬ 
trieving. 

(3)  Hunters  may  enter  the  Topock 
Marsh  and  Pintail  Slough  hunt  areas 
by  way  of  the  parking  lot  only. 

(4)  Shooting  hours  are  from  one-half 
hour  before  sunrise  to  sunset. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  cm  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50. 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  January  9, 1977. 

-  nCPESIAL  VATIQNAL  WILDLITK  BEFUGI 

The  public  hunting  of  doves  on  the  Im¬ 
perial  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Arizona 
and  Califomla,  is  permitted  only  on  the 
area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to  himt- 
Ing.  This  open  area,  comp^ing  10,500 
acres,  is  delineated  on  maps  available  at 
refuge  headquarters,  Martinez  Lake, 
Arizcma,  and  from  the  Regional  Direc¬ 
tor,  JJB.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  P.O. 
Box  1306.  AUmquerque,  New  Mexico 
87103.  Hunting  seasons  are  as  follows: 
Arizona — mourning  doves  only,  from 
December  11,  1976  to^January  9,  1977, 
Inclusive;  Califomla — mourning  and 
whlte-wlnged  doves,  from  November  20 
through  Deoember  5,  1976,  inclusive. 


Hunting  Shan  be  in  accordance  with  aU 
applicable  State  and  Federal  regulations 
covering  the  hunting  of  doves. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula- 
tlcm  supidement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wlldUfe  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  January  9. 
1977. 

NrwMxxico 

BITTER  LAKE  NATIONAL  WZLDLIFS  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  mourning  and 
white-winged  doves  <m  the  Bitter  Lake 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  New  Mexico, 
is  pmmitted  from  September  1  through 
October  30.  1976,  inclusive,  but  only  on 
the  areas  designated  by  signs  as  open  to 
hunting.  These  areas  consist  of  1,600 
acres  on  the  North  Refuge  Unit  (Area  B) 
and  1,800  acres  on  the  South  Refuge  Unit 
(Area  C) .  Hunting  areas  are  delineated 
on  maps  available  at  refuge  headquar¬ 
ters,  13  miles  northeast  of  Roswell.  New 
Mexico,  and  from  the  Regional  Direc- 
tcx*.  UB.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  P.O. 
Box  1306,  Albuquerque.  New  Mexico 
87103.  Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  all  appllcaUe  State  and  Federal 
r^fulatlons  covering  the  himting  of 
doves  subject  to  the  following  special 
c<mdltlon: 

(1)  Steel  (Iron)  shot  shotgun  ammuni¬ 
tion  only  may  be  used  for  the  taking  of 
doves  on  the  South  Refuge  Unit  (Area  C) 
during  the  special  teal  hunting  season 
(S^tember  18  through  September  26, 
1976,  inclusive)  and  during  the  regular 
wat^owl  bunting  season  when  both 
seasons  run  (xmcurrently.  Steel  (Iron) 
shot  shotgim  ammunition  is  available 
from  at  least  2  commercial  outlets  In 
Roswell.  New  Mexlcio. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplonent  the  regulations  which 
govern  himting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  32. 
and  are  effective  through  October  30, 
1976. 

The  public  himting  of  teal  ducks  on 
the  Bitter  Lake  National  WQdllfe  Refuge, 
New  Mexico,  Is  permitted  from  Septem¬ 
ber  18  through  September  26,  1976,  in¬ 
clusive,  but  only  (m  the  areas  designated 
by  signs  as  (K>en  to  hunting.  These  areas 
consist  of  1,600  acres  on  the  North  Ref¬ 
uge  Unit  (Area  B)  and  1,800  acres  (m 
the  South  Refuge  Unit  (Area  C) .  Hunt¬ 
ing  areas  are  delineated  on  maps  avail¬ 
able  at  refuge  headquarters,  13  miles 
northeast  of  Roswell,  New  Mexico,  and 
from  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Al¬ 
buquerque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  apfdicable 
State  and  Federal  regulations  covering 
the  hunting  of  teal  ducks  subject  to  the 
following  special  cMidltiim: 

(1)  Steel  (iron)  shot  shotgun  am- 
munlticm  only  may  be  used  for  the  tak¬ 
ing  of  teal  ducks  on  the  South  Refuge 
Unit,  (Area  C)  from  S^itember  18 
ttirough  September  26.  1976,  Inclusive. 
Steel  (iron)  shot  shotgun  ammimttlon  is 
available  fnun  at  least  2  cMnmercial  out¬ 
lets  In  Roswell,  New  Mexico. 


Tbe  provisions  of  thb  q)eclal  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regidatkxis  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
genially  which  are  set  forth  In  Title 
50.  Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  Septenber  26, 
1976. 

BOSQUE  DEL  APACHE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 

BEFUGE 

The  pubUc  hunting  of  mourning  and 
white-winged  doves  on  the  Bosque  del 
Apache  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  New 
Mexico,  is  permitted  from  September  1 
through  October  30.  1976,  Inclusive,  but 
only  on  the  area  designated  by  slgm  as 
open  to  hunting.  This  (Y)en  area,  com¬ 
prising  9,775  acres,  is  delineated  on  maps 
available  at  refuge  headquarters,  7  miles 
south  of  San  Antonio,  New  Mexico,  and 
from  the  Regional  Director,  UJ3.  Fish 
and  WUdllfe  Service.  P.O.  Box  1306,  Al¬ 
buquerque.  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
diall  be  In  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  and  Federal  regulations  covering 
the  hunting  of  doves  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  special  conditlcms: 

(1)  Vdilcles  are  permitted  only  on  es¬ 
tablished  roads. 

(2)  The  refuge  Is  open  to  public  use 
only  from  one-hour  befem  sunrise  to 
one-half  hour  after  sunset. 

(3)  Up  to  2  dogs  per  hunter  may  be 

used  tor  the  purpose  of  hunting  and  re¬ 
trieving.  ^ 

The  provlslims  ot  this  n>eclal  regula¬ 
tion  supplraient  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  f(Hth  In  Title  50, 
(fode  of  Fedmal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  October  30, 
1976. 

OSXAHOICA 

SEQUOYAH  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  doves  and  teal 
on  the  Sequoyah  Natlimal  WUdllfe  Ref¬ 
uge,  Oklahoma,  Is  permitted  on  three 
areas  designated  by  signs  as  open  to 
hunting.  These  open  areas,  comprising 
10,500  acres,  are  delineated  on  mtqx 
available  at  refuge  headquarters,  Salll- 
saw,  Oklahoma,  and  from  the  Regional 
Director.  UB.  Fish  and  WUdllfe  Service, 
P.O.  Box  1306,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 
87103.  Hunting  seasons  are  as  fcUlows: 
doves,  from  September  1  through  Octo¬ 
ber  30,  1976,  Inclusive;  teal,  from  Sep¬ 
tember  11  through  September  19,  1976, 
inclusive.  Hunting  shaU  be  in  accordance 
with  aU  appUcable  State  and  Federal 
regulations  covering  the  hunting  of 
doves  and  teal  subject  to  the  foUowlng 
special  conditions: 

(1)  Hunting  weapons  of  any  kind  are 
prohibited  In  areas  not  posted  as  open 
to  pubUc  hunting,  exc^  the  Kerr- 
McCMlan  Navigation  Channel  where 
weapons  must  be  cased  or  bnUien  down. 

(2)  Only  longbow  and  arrow  or  shot¬ 
guns  without  slug  ammunition  are  per¬ 
mitted. 

(3)  Camping  or  possesslcm  of  firearms 
(m  the  refuge  at  night  is  jxx)hlblted. 

The  provlslims  of  this  qierial  regula- 
tkm  supplement  the  regulatiotis  which 
govern  hunting  on  wUdllfe  refuge  areas 
^'generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
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Code  of  Federal  Regnlatlona.  Pari  S2, 
and  are  effective  througti  the  last  day  of 
the  regular  1976-77  duck  season. 

TISHOMINGO  NATIONAL  WILDLITB  REFUGI 

The  public  hunting  of  mourning  doves 
on  the  nshraningo  Natlcmal  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Oklahoma,  is  permitted  <mly  on 
the  area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to 
hunting,  nils  open  area,  comprising  3,- 
170  fwres.  Is  delineated  on  maps  avail¬ 
able  at  refuge  headquarters,  Tishomingo, 
CMdahoma,  and  frcmi  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
P.O.  Box  1306,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 
87103.  Hunting  shall  be  In  accordance 
with  all  aiH>llcable  State  and  Federal 
reETulathxis  covering  the  himtlng  of 
mourning  doves  subject  to  the  following 
special  conditions: 

(1)  The  opra  season  for  himtlng 
mourning  doves  on  the  refuge  extends 
from  September  1  through  September  30, 
1976,  Inclusive. 

(2)  Dp  to  2  dogs  per  hunter  may  bo 
used  for  the  purpose  of  hunting  and  re¬ 
trieving. 

(3)  A  Federal  permit  Is  not  required 
to  miter  the  public  hunting  area,  but 
hunters,  upon  entering  and  leaving,  shall 
report  at  designated  checking  stations  as 
may  be  established  for  the  regulation  of 
the  himtlng  activity  and  shah  furnish 
Infonnatlon  pertalnliig  to  their  hunting, 
as  requested. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion'  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  himtlng  on  vrildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  udilch  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  September  30, 
1976. 

The  public  hunting  of  teal  ducks 
on  the  Tishomingo  National  WQdllfe 
Refuge,  Oklahoma.  Is  permitted  from 
September  11  through  September  19, 
1976,  Induslve,  but  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area,  comprising  3.170  acres. 
Is  delineated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters.  Tishomingo,  Oklahoma, 
and  from  the  Regional  Director.  UB.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service.  P.O.  Box  1306,  Al¬ 
buquerque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
diall  be  In  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  and  Federal  regulations  covering 
the  hunting  of  teal  ducks  subject  to  the 
following  special  conditions: 

(1)  Up  to  2  dogs  per  hunter  may  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  hunting  and  re¬ 
trieving. 

<2)  A  Federal  permit  Is  not  required  to 
enter  the  public  hunting  area,  but 
hunters,  upon  entering  and  leaving,  shall 
report  at  designated  checking  stations  as 
may  be  established  for  the  regulation  of 
the  hunting  activity  and  shall  furnish  In¬ 
formation  pertaining  to  their  hunting,  as 
requested. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplemmit  the  regulations  ^ich 
govern  hunting  on  wfldllfe  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulatloas.  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  thTouch  September  19, 
1976. 


Texas 

BRAZORIA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Ihe  public  hunting  of  teal  ducks  on  the 
Brazoria  National  l^dlife  Refuge, 
Texas,  Is  permitted  only  on  the  area  des¬ 
ignated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area,  comprising  2,300  acres  of 
Rattlesnake  Island  on  the  southeast  side 
of  the  Intracoastal  Waterway  and  ad¬ 
jacent  to  Bastrop,  Christmas  and  Drum 
Bays,  Is  delineated  on  maps  available  at 
refuge  headquarters,  Angleton,  Texas, 
and  from  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Al¬ 
buquerque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
shAU  be  In  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  and  Federal  regulations  covering 
the  hunting  of  teal  ducks  subject  to  the 
following  special  conditions : 

(1)  The  open  season  for  hunting  of 
teal  ducks  on  the  refuge  extends  from 
September  18  through  September  26, 
1976,  inclusive. 

(2)  Access  to  the  hunting  area  Is  en¬ 
tirely  over  public  water  routes.  Travel 
across  the  refuge  mainland  to  and  from 
the  area  open  to  hunting  is  not  permitted. 

(3)  Only  temporary  blinds  may  be 
cimstructed  or  used  on  the  hunting  area. 
Natural  materials  may  be  used  for  blind 
construction. 

(4)  Up  to  2  dogs  per  hunter  may  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  hunting  and  re¬ 
trieving. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generalhr  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  SO, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  32.  and 
are  effective  through  September  26, 1976. 

HAGERUAN  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  mourning  doves 
on  the  Hagerman  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Texas,  Is  permitted  only  mi  the 
area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to 
hunting.  This  open  area,  comprising 
1,754  acres.  Is  delineated  on  maps  avail¬ 
able  at  refuge  headquarters.  15  miles 
northwest  of  Sherman.  Texas,  and  from 
the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
WUdllfe  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Albu- 
qumque.  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
shall  be  In  accordance  with  all  ai^ill- 
cable  State  and  Federal  regulations  cov¬ 
ering  the  hunting  of  mourning  doves 
subject  to  the  following  special  condi¬ 
tion: 

(1)  Ihe  open  season  for  hunting 
mourning  doves  on  the  refuge  extends 
frmn  September  1  through  September  30, 
1976,  Inclusive. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  September  30. 
1976. 

W.  O.  Nelson,  Jr., 
Regional  Director, 
ATbwptenme,  New  Mexico. 

August  16, 1976. 

[VB  Doo.76-t468S  FUed  8-2S-76:8:4S  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Necedah  NatioiMl  Wildlife  Re^e 

Ihe  following  special  regulation  Is  Is¬ 
sued  and  Is  effective  on  August  24,  1976. 

§32.32  Special  regulatioiu;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas 

Wisconsin 

NECEDAH  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  deer  and  unpro¬ 
tected  mammal  species  as  listed  In  the 
1976  Wisconsin  Bljg  Game  hunting  regu- 
latiims  on  the  Necedah  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Wisconsin  Is  permitted  with  bow 
and  arrow  from  September  18  through 
November  14,  1976  and  December  4 
through  December  31, 1976  and  with  fire¬ 
arms  from  November  20  through  No¬ 
vember  28, 1976,  but  only  on  those  areas 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
These  open  areas  comprising  ai^roxi- 
mately  39,000  acres  are  delineated  on  a 
map  available  at  the  refuge  headquar¬ 
ters.  Necedah.  Wisconsin  and  from  the 
Regional  Director,  UB.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Federal  Building,  Fort  Snelllng, 
Twin  Cities,  Minnesota  55111.  Hunting 
shall  be  In  accordance  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  State  and  Federal  regulations. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  December  31, 
1976. 

James  M.  Carroll,  Jr.. 

Refuge  Manager, 

Necedah  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

August  16,  1976. 

[FR  DOC.76-2489S  Filed  8-23-76;8:45  ami 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Sherburne  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

The  foUowing  special  regulation  Is  Is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  August  24,  1976. 

§  32.22  Special  regulatioiu;  upland 
game;  for  individnal  wildlife  i^nge 
areas. 

Minnesota 

SHERBURNE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  ruffed  grouse, 
pheasant,  grey  and  fox  squirrels,  rab¬ 
bits  and  hares,  raccoon,  fox  and  skunk  on 
the  Sherburne  National  Wildlife  R^ge 
Is  permitted  only  on  the  area  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This  cqien 
area,  comprising  approximately  18,360 
acres.  Is  delineated  on  a  map  available 
at  refuge  headquarters.  Route  2,  Zim¬ 
merman,  Minnesota  55398,  and  from  the 
Regional  Director.  U.S.  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service.  Federal  Building,  Fort 
Snelllng,  Twin  Cities,  kfinnesota  55111. 

Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations  covertog 
the  hunting  of  upland  game  subject  to 
the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  No  night  hunting  fmr  raccoon. 

(2)  All  motorized  cmiveyances  are  pro¬ 
hibited  from  traveling  off  of  established 
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roads  and  parking  areas  c^n  to  such 
travel. 

(3)  Parking  ot  v^lcles  Is  restricted  to 
designated  parking  areas. 

<4)  Practice  and  target  shooting,  over- 
~night  camping  and  open  fires  are  pro¬ 
hibited. 

(5)  Construction  or  use  of  any  perma¬ 
nent  artificial  scaffold,  platform,  blind  or 
other  construction  Is  prohibited. 

(6)  Boats,  without  motors,  may  be 
used  on  the  St.  Francis  River  only  frcHn 
designated  river  access  sites. 

(7)  Snowmobile  <^rati(ms  are  pro¬ 
hibited  (m  the  refuge  except  within  the 
rights-of-way  of  County  Roads  4,  5,  9, 
11  and  48. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regula¬ 
tions  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  cm  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  oi  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32 
and  are  effective  through  February  28, 
1977. 

John  E.  Wilbrbcht, 
Refuge  Manager, 

Sherburne  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

August  16, 1976 

|FB  Doc.76-24694  Piled  8-23-76; 8  46  am) 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Sherikime  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

The  following  special  regulatlcm  is  Is¬ 
sued  and  Is  effective  on  August  24,  1976. 

S  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  inmTidual  wUdUfe  refuge  areas. 

MntNESOTA 

SHERBURNE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  himting  of  deer  on  the  Sher¬ 
burne  National  Wildlife  Refuge  is  per¬ 
mitted  only  on  the  areas  designated  by 
signs  as  (gien  to  hunting.  The  open  area, 
comprising  18360  acres,  is  delineated  on 
a  map  available  at  the  refuge  head- 
quaiWs,  Route  2,  Zimmerman,  Minne¬ 
sota  55396,  and  from  the  Regkmal  Di¬ 
rector,  UB.  Fish  and  WUdlife  Servloe, 
FedertJ  Building.  Fort  Snelllng,  Twin 
Cities.  Minnesota  55111. 

Hunting  shall  be  In  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations  cover¬ 
ing  the  hunting  of  deer  subject  to  the 
foBewlng  special  conditions: 

(1)  AH  motorlEcd  cimveyances  are 
prohibited  from  traveling  off  of  estab¬ 
lished  voads  and  paridng  areas  open  to 
suchtravri. 

(Z)  Parking  of  vehicles  Is  restricted  to 
designated  paridng  areas. 

(3)  Practice  and  target  shooting, 
ovenright  camping  and  open  fires  are 
prohibited. 

(4)  construction  or  use  of  any  per- 
maxaent  artificial  scaffold,  jdatform, 
blind  or  other  construction  is  prohibited. 

<5)  Boats,  without  motors,  may  be 
used  on  the  8t.  Francis  River  only  from 
destgaated  rtver  access  sites. 

(ft)  SaowaobQe  operation  is  pro- 
hibMed  OB  the  reCage  eaoept  within  the 
rH^-cR^way  of  County  Reads  4,  5.  9. 
llMdftfi. 

TOM  imovlelons  of  these  special  regu¬ 
lations  supplement  the  regulations 


which  govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge 
areas  generally,  which  are  set  forth  In 
Title  50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Part  32  and  are  effective  through  De- 
cwnber  14, 1976. 

John  E.  Wilbrecht, 
Refuge  Manager, 

Sherburne  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

August  16,  1976. 

|PB  Doc  76-24695  Filed  8-23-76;8  46  am) 


CHAPTER  II— NATIONAL  MARINE  FISH¬ 
ERIES  SERVICE,  NATIONAL  OCEANIC 

AND  ATMOSPHERIC  ADMINISTRATION, 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  222 — ENDANGERED  FISH  OR 
WILDLIFE 

Contracts  with  GSA;  Correction 

In  the  FR  Doc.  number  76-24204,  ap¬ 
pearing  at  page  34970  in  the  issue  of  Au- 
gust  18,  1976,  on  page  34973.  50  CFR, 
Chapter  H,  Part  222,  $  222.13-4,  of  Sub¬ 
part  B,  is  corrected  to  read  as  follows: 

§  222.13—4  Contracts  ^ith  the  General 
Services  Administrator. 

Any  person  who  has  entered  Into  a 
valid  contract  with  the  Administrator  of 
the  United  States  (General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration,  prior  to  July  12,  1976  and 
pursuant  to  the  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  9. 1973,  for 
the  sale  of  government-owned  pre-Act 
endangered  species  parts  shall  not  be 
required  to  obtain  a  certificate  of  exemp- 
ti(Xi  prescribed  by  this  subpart:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  purchaser  is  able  to  claim 
a  right  xmder  a  certificate  of  exemption 
issued  to  the  Administrator  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration:  Provided 
further.  That  if  such  pre-Act  endangered 
species  parts  are  commingled,  amal¬ 
gamated,  or  otherwise  combined  with 
such  person's  current  Inventory  or  stock¬ 
pile,  so  as  to  preclude  a  reasonable  deter¬ 
mination  of  one  stock  from  the  other,  it 
may  not  be  further  sold  oe  transferred 
without  a  certificate  of  exmption  first 
having  been  granted  therefor. 

Dated:  August  19, 1976. 

Jack  W.  Gehrinobr, 
Deputy  Director. 

(FR  Doc.76-24719  Filed  8-23-76:6*46  am) 


Title  39 — Postal  Service 

CHAPTER  I — UNITED  STATES  POSTAL 
SERVICE 

SUBCHAPTER  B — INTERNATIONAL  MAIL 

PART  10— INTERNATIONAL  POSTAL 
SERVICE 

SUBCHAPTER  C— POST  OFFICE  SERVICES 
[DOMESTIC  MAIL] 

PART  111— GENERAL  INFORMATION 
ON  POSTAL  SERVICE 

Incorporation  Referance 

Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  Is  to  Incorporate  by  refaaence  Puh- 
lieation  42,  IDtemaiieRal  Mafl,  of  the 
UJB.  Postal  Servlee.  Hie  vegtdalloBs  ac- 
comifllshlng  this  are  set  forUi  aa  Pari  10 
of  Title  39  of  the  Code  oi  Federal  Regu¬ 


lations.  The  provlsliHi  that  incorporates 
the  domestic  mail  regulations  (39  C7FR 
Part  111)  Is  also  being  amended. 

Pursuant  to  the  poUcy  and  provisions 
of  5  UJS.C.  552(a)  relating  to  material 
deemed  published  la  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  when  readily  available  to  the  public. 
Postal  Service  Publication  42,  Interna¬ 
tional  Mail,  is  incorporated  by  reference. 
Publication  42  is  and  will  remain  readily 
available  to  all  users  of  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service  and  may  be  examined  at  National 
Headquarters  and  all  regional  offices  of 
the  Postal  Elervice,  at  any  of  the  more 
than  31,000  United  States  Post  Offices, 
and  at  all  classified  stations  and 
branches  dining  normal  business  hours. 
Publication  42  is  sold  in  looseleaf  sub¬ 
scription  form  by  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  Washington,  D.C.  20402,  for 
$9.00." 

Publication  42  has  undergone  a  major 
change  in  its  organization,  format,  and 
numbering  system  in  the  last  year.  How¬ 
ever,  except  for  revisions  implemmting 
changes  in  international  mail  regulations 
adopted  by  the  1974  Congress  of  the  Uni¬ 
versal  Postal  Union,  notice  of  which  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Rbgzstbr  of 
January  28. 1976  (41  FR  4078),  Publica¬ 
tion  42  is  not  a  substantive  revision  of  the 
regulations  on  Intemationid  mail.  It  is, 
therefore,  substantially  identical  in  con¬ 
tent,  although  not  in  arrangement  or 
style,  to  present  Subchapter  B  of  Chap¬ 
ter  I,  39  CFR,  concerning  international 
mail. 

In  order  to  assure  ready  access  for 
scholars  and  researchers  and  to  provide 
historical  continuity,  all  futiue  amend¬ 
ments  to  Publicatkm  42  win  be  published 
in  full  in  the  Federal  Register.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  Publication  42  has  a  subject  mat¬ 
ter  index  which  will  also  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  periodically 
updated. 

This  change  in  the  manner  of  pubHca- 
tion  of  Postal  Service  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  international  mall  service  establishes 
a  more  efficient  and  economical  means  of 
making  the  material  available  to  the 
public.  It  will  greatly  reduce  the  amount 
of  duplication  of  published  material 
pealing  in  Publication  42,  the  Federal 
Register  and  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations. 

To  govern  this  new  format  the  regu¬ 
lations  contained  in  39  C7FR  Cffiapt^  I, 
Subchapter  B  (Parts  11-74)  are  re¬ 
voked  and  Part  10  is  established  to  take 
their  place. 

Under  existing  provisicms  incorporating 
domestic  mail  regulations  in  the  Federal 
Register  (39  C7FR  Part  111)  the  Postal 
Service  is  required  to  file  amendments 
to  the  Postal  Service  Manual  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register 
and  to  piffillsh  in  the  Federal  Regtster 
an  explanation  of  the  changes.  Ckinslst- 
ent  with  the  procedure  announced  above 
for  Publloation  42,  §  111.3  is  revised  to 
require  that  future  amendments  to  the 
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EH)stal  Serhce  lluniml  will  be  pcfcllehed 
In  fun  text  In  the  Fkokxal  Rsoismt. 

The  Postal  Service  Is  exempt  from  the 
provisions  of  5  UJS.C.  553  by  reason  of 
39  U^.C.  410(a).  However,  in  the  spirit 
of  those  provisions  and  notwithstanding 
the  immediate  effectiveness  of  this  docu> 
ment,  the  Postal  Service  invites  com¬ 
ments  on  the  effects  of  this  approach  to 
Postal  Service  regulations  and  of  their 
availability  to  the  mailing  public.  Com¬ 
ments  should  identify  this  document  as  a 
basis  for  communicathm  and  be  directed 
to:  W.  Allen  Sanders.  Assistant  General 
Counsel.  Legislative  Division,  Law  De- 
partm^t.  Room  9101,  475  LTlnfant 
Plaza  West,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20260. 
(5  U.S.C.  552(a).  39  U.S.C.  401.  404,  407,  408) 

W.  Allen  Sanoebs. 

Assistant  General  Counsel. 

Legislative  Division. 

Accordingly,  effective  September  1, 
1976,  Parts  11-74  of  Subchapter  B  of 
Title  39  are  revoked  and  Part  10  is  estab¬ 
lished.  and  1 111.3  of  Subchapter  C  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Sac. 

10.1  Postal  Service  Publication  42,  Interna* 

Mail,  incorporation  by  refer¬ 
ence  of  international  maU  regula¬ 
tions. 

10.2  Availability  of  Postal  Service  Publica¬ 

tion  42,  International  Mail. 

10.3  Amendmenta  to  Postal  Service  Publica¬ 

tion  42,  International  Mall. 

10.4  Approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Federal 

Register. 

10.5  Contents  of  Postal  Service  Publication 

42,  International  MaU. 

Authobitt:  5  t7.S.C.  552(a),  39  U.S.C.  401, 

404,  407,  406. 

§  10.1  Postal  Service  Publication  42,  In¬ 
ternational  Mail;  incorporation  by 
reference  of  international  mail  reg¬ 
ulations. 

Section  552(a)  of  title  5,  United  States 
Code,  relating  to  the  public  information 
requirements  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act,  provides  in  pertinent  part 
that  “*  *  *  matter  reasonably  available 
to  the  class  of  persons  affected  thereby 
is  deemed  published  In  the  Pedexal  Rxo- 
I8XBB  when  incorporated  by  reference 
therein  with  the  approval  of  the  Directm* 
of  the  Fepeial  Rsgistxr.  In  conformity 
with  that  ixovisloa,  and  with  39  U.8.C. 
41(Kb)  (1),  and  as  provided  in  this  part, 
the  United  States  Postal  Service  herdiy 
Incorporates  by  reference  in  this  part. 
Postal  Servlee  Publication  42,  Interna¬ 
tional  Mall,  a  looseleaf  publicatimi  pub¬ 
lished  and  maintained  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service,  Washington,  D.C.  20260. 

§  10.2  AvailabOhy  of  Postal  Service 
Poblicatioa  42,  International  Mail. 

(a)  Copies  of  Postal  Service  Publica¬ 
tion  42,  International  Mail,  are  available 
for  rtf  erenoe  and  Inspection  upon  request 
at  the  Natkmal  Headquarters  and 
regional  offices  of  the  U.8.  Postal  Service 
and  at  all  United  States  Post  Offices  and 
clasetfled  stations  and  branches  during 
normal  business  hours.  Regional  offices 
ass  located  hi  New  York.  Philadelphia, 
Memphis,  Chicago,  and  San  Francisco. 
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(b)  A  copy  of  Postal  Service  Publica¬ 
tion  42,  International  Mail,  together  with 
each  amendment  of  it,  is  on  file  with  the 
Director,  OfBce  of  the  Federal  Register. 
National  Archives  and  Records  Service. 
General  Services  Administration,  at  1100 
“L”  Street,  NW,  Room  8401,  Washington. 
D.C. 

(c)  Copies  of  Postal  Service  Publica¬ 
tion  42,  International  Mall,  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  Sui>erlntendent  of 
Documents,  Washington,  D.C.  20402  for 
$9.00.  This  price  Includes  entitlement  to 
receive,  for  an  indefinite  period,  changes 
in  Publicaticm  42  which  may  be  pub¬ 
lished  from  time  to  time.  Information 
about  international  mail  also  appears  in 
condensed  form  in  Publication  51,  which 
the  Postal  Service  publishes  and  distrib¬ 
utes  to  all  post  offices  and  area  supply 
centers.  This  publication  is  available  to 
the  public  free  of  charge  at  all  post  offices 
and  classified  stations  and  branches. 

§  10.3  Amendments  to  Postal  Service 
Publication  42,  International  Mail. 

(Changes  in  Postal  Service  Publication 
42  will  periodically  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Subscribers  to  Publi¬ 
cation  42  will  automatically  receive  the 
amendments  from  the  Government 
Printing  Office. 

§  10.4  Approval  of  the  Dirc<-lor  of  Uie 
Federal  Register. 

(a)  Incorporation  by  reference  of  Pos¬ 
tal  Service  Publication  42,  International 
Mail,  was  approved  by  the  Director  of  the 
Federal  Register  under  5  U.S.C.  552a  and 
1  CFR  Part  51. 

(b)  This  approval  was  granted  on  Au¬ 
gust  18,  1976,  effective  until  Jidy  1,  1977 
when  it  win  expire  without  further  ac¬ 
tion  unless  renewed  and  extended  by  the 
Director  upon  application  by  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service. 

§  10.5  Contenta  of  Postal  Service  Publi¬ 
cation  42,  International  MaiL 

Postal  Service  Puhlicatkm  42,  Interna¬ 
tional  Mail,  (xmtalns  the  following  parts: 

(a)  CaAPXxa  1 — ^Intoeication  roa  Uax  or 
This  Pttbucation 

(1)  SUBCHAPTEE  110 - WHAT  THIS  CHAPTEE 

COTEES 

(2)  SUBCHAPTEE  120 - PURPOSE  OT  THE 

PUBLICATION 

(3)  SUBCHAPTEE  130— CATEGORIES  OP  INTEE- 
MATIONAI.  lEAH. 

(I)  Part  131 — OeneraL 

(II)  Part  132 — ^DlfferencM  Between  Postal 
Union  Man  and  Parcel  Post  Mall. 

(III)  Part  133 — Differences  Among  Coun¬ 
tries. 

<«>  SUBCHAPTEE  140 - USB  OT  THE  PUBLICATION 

(I)  Part  141 — Organization  and  Format. 

(II)  Part  142 — ^Location  of  Information. 

(S)  SUBCHAPTSa  ISO— osnciAL 
COBBBSPONDENCB 

(i)  Part  161 — Correspondence  with  Head¬ 
quarters. 

(U)  Part  152 — Correspondence  with  For¬ 
eign  Postal  AuthoclUea. 

(III)  Part  153 — Correspondence  with  In¬ 
dividuals  In  Other  Countries. 
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(b)  CiEApna  2— OoTOoiHa  Postal  Union 

Mail 

(1)  SUBCHAPTEE  210 - ^WHAT  THIS  CHAPTER 

COVERS 

(2>  SUBCHAPTEE  220 - CONDITIONS  FOE  MAILiNO 

(1)  Part  221 — Conditions  for  All  Articles. 

(U)  Part  222 — Conditions  for  Letters  and 
Letter  Packages. 

(lU)  Part  223 — Conditions  for  Post  Cards. 

(iv)  Part  224 — Conditions  for  Printed  Mat¬ 
ter. 

(v)  Part  225 — Conditions  for  Matter  for 
the  Blind. 

(vl)  Part  226— TConditlons  for  Small  Pack¬ 
ets. 

<S>  SUBCHAPTEB  230 - 1KSAT1CENT  OF 

OUTGOING  MAH. 

(I)  Part  231 — Postmarking. 

(II)  Part  232 — Postage. 

(ill)  Part  233 — Improperly  Prepared  Mall. 
(It)  Part  234 — ^Forwarding  MaU  of  Domes¬ 
tic  Origin. 

( V )  Part  236 — ^Undellverable  Mall  Returned 
to  United  States. 

(vl)  Part  236— Articles  Mailed  Aboard 
Ships  (Paquebot). 

(c)  Chapter  3 — Outgoing  Parcel  Post 

(1)  SUBCHAPTER  310 — ^WHAT  THIS  CHAPTER 
COVERS 

(2)  SUBCHAPTER  320 - CONDITIONS  FOR  MAILINa 

(I)  Part  321 — Parcel  Post  Defined. 

(II)  Part  322— Availability  of  Service. 

(III)  Part  323 — Pri^Mtlons  and  Restric¬ 
tions. 

(Iv)  Part  324 — Postage. 

(V)  Part  328 — Weight  and  Size  Ltmlte. 

(vl)  Part  326 — Preparation  for  Mailing. 

(vli)  Part  327 — ^Ponns  Required. 

(vlU)  Part  328 — ^Marking  and  Endorsing, 
(lx)  Part  329 — ^Mailing  Location. 

(3)  SUBCHAPTEB  3 3 0— TREATMENT  OF  OUTGOING 

PARCELS 

(I)  Part  331 — Postmarking. 

(II)  Part  332 — Shortpald  Parcels. 

(III)  Part  333 — Forwarding  Parcels  of  Do¬ 
mestic  Origin. 

(d)  Chapter  4 — Special  Services 

(1)  SUBCHAPTEB  410— WHAT  THIS  CHAPTEE 
COVERS 

(2)  SUBCHAPXa  4X0 - AIR  SERVICE 

(1)  Part  421 — Air  Servloe  Defined. 

(U)  Part  422— AvallablUty  of  Air  Service. 

(Ill)  Part  423 — Postage. 

(Iv)  Part  424 — ^Marking  and  Endordng  for 
Air  Service. 

(v)  Part  425 — Aerogrammes. 

(3)  BUBCBAPTXa  430 - ^INSUaANCX 

(1)  Part  431 — Insurance  Defined. 

(U)  Part  432— AvaUabUlty  and  Umlte  of 
Insurance. 

(Ill)  Part  433 — ^Insurance  Pees. 

(tv)  Part  484 — Preparation  for  Mailing  In¬ 
sured  Parcels. 

(V)  Part  488 — Processing  Requests  for  In¬ 
surance. 

(vl)  Part  436 — ^Treatment  of  Incoming  In¬ 
sured  Parcels. 

(vll)  Part  437 — ^Indemnity  Claims  and  Pay¬ 
ments. 

i 

<4>  SUBCHAPTEB  440 - REGISIBT  SEBnCN  { 

(I)  Port  441— Registry  Service  Defined.  * 

(II)  Part  442 — ^AvallablUty  of  Registry 

Service  and  Indemnity  Limits.  , 

(Ul)  Part  443— Registry  Ptees.  ! 

(Iv)  Part  444 — Pr^aratlon  of  Registered  ' 
MaU  by  Sender.  1 

(V)  Part  445 — Pwinftng.  Regwesti  ftaT] 
Reglrtry  at  Office  of  MalUng. 
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(Vi)  Part  446 — ^TMatment  of  Oat0oli)f 
Reglsterod  Hall  at  all  Oatoea. 

(vll)  Part  447 — ^Treatmoni  Zneomlng 
Roistered  Mall. 

(vUl)  Part  448 — Indemnity  dalma  and 
Payments. 

(5)  stmcBAFTEa  460— aKnntN  bbcbzptb 

(i)  Part  461— Definitions. 

(U)  Part  46»— Availability. 

(ill)  Part  45S — Pees  or  Charges. 

(iv)  Part  464 — Proceaslng  Requests  for  Be- 
turn  Receipts  for  Outgoing  Mall. 

(V)  Part  466— Treatment  of  Return 
Reeelpts  for  Incoming  Mall. 

<S)  BUBCBAPTSB  460  arSTlIICTKD  DBUVBIT 

(1)  Part  461— Bestrieted  Delivery  Defined, 
(il)  Pari  462 — ^Availability  of  Restricted 
Delivery. 

(hi)  Part  463 — Pee  for  Restricted  Delivery. 
{tw)  Part  464 — ^Processing  Requests  for 
Restricted  Delivery  of  Outgoing  Mail. 

(V)  Part  466— Treatment  of  Requests  for 
Restated  Delivery  of  Incoming  Mail. 

(7)  SUBCHAPm  470 - SFSCIAl,  DSUVEST 

(1)  Part  471 — ^leclal  Dellvny  Defined. 

(U)  Part  472— Availability  of  Special  De¬ 
livery. 

(ill)  Part  473 — ^Pees  and  Payment  for 
Special  Delivery. 

(Iv)  Part  474 — Processing  Requests  tor 
BpoeM  Delivery  of  Outgoing  Mall. 

(v)  Part  476— Treatment  of  Incoming  Mall 
Prepared  for  ^;>eelal  Delivery. 

(S)  SUBCBAVXm  480— BPBCIAI,  HAKDUNG 

(1)  Part  481 — f^iMClal  Handling  Defined. 

(U)  Part  482— AvallabiUty  of  Special  Han- 

(Ul)  Part  488 — Pees  and  Payment  for  8pe- 

(Iv)  Part  484 — Processing  Bequests  for 
Special  Handling  of  Outgoing  MalL 

it)  SUBCHAPm  Seo-^OTRXB  SPBCIAL  SBBVICBS 

(I)  Part  481— Certificates  of  Mailing. 

(II)  Part  402 — Recall  or  Change  of  Ad- 
iXreas. 

(hi)  Part  498 — International  Money  Or- 

fiem. 

(e)  Chaftbe  6— Nonpostal  Ezpobt 
RBeui.AnoNs 

(1)  SUBOHAFTB  810 — ^WKAT  THIS  CHAPTBl 
OOVXBS 

(S)  SUBCHAPm  BSO - BBQUIBEIIBNTS  POS 

BBIFPfS*S  KSPOBT  DBCUUUTION 

(1)  Part  621 — Description. 

(h)  Part  622 — ^When  Required. 

(hi)  Part  628 — ^Bow  to  Obtain  Cmnmerce 
Ponns. 

(tv)  Pari  624— How  to  Prepare  Sh^iper’s 
Bqxut  Declaration. 

(V)  Part  626 — Handling  and  Disposal 
Bli4q)er’s  Export  Declaration. 

(S>  SUBCHAPm  830 — BBOULATIONB  POB 
OOlOCODIIXaS  AND  BBLATED  TECHNICAI.  DATA 

(i)  Part  681 — Boope  and  ApplieabiUly  of 
Licensing  Requirements. 

(U)  Part  682 — Oeneral  Export  Uoenses. 
(ih)  Part  683 — Validated  Ezpmrt  Licensee. 

(4)  SUBCHAPm  840 — BBBUI.ATIONS  POB 
ICUICmONS  AND  BBLA7BD  TNCHNXCAI.  DATA 

(I)  Pari  541— Idcensing  Requirements. 

(II)  Pari  6«6— Mailing  Under  Individual 
licenses. 

(8)  SUBCHAPm  880— BBOUUiTlONB  POB  DBIB) 
WBOU  Noas 

(1)  Pari  661  Description. 

(E)  Pari  662  ORatgas. 
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(111)  Fart  668— Ifow  to  Mail  Dried  Whole 
Eggs. 

(S)  SUBCHAPm  8SO— aaSUUiTlOMS  SOB  TO¬ 
BACCO  BKBDS  AND  TOBACCO  PlJUVTa 

(1)  Pari  661 — ^Description. 

(U)  Part  662— Charges. 

(lb)  Part  668 — ^How  to  Mall  Tobacco  Seeds 
and  Tobacco  Plants. 

(7)  SUBCHAPTEB  870 — COH8ULAB  AND  OOU- 
mscxAL  nrvoiCBB 

(8)  SUBCHAPm  BSO — DBAWBACK 
ARBANGBMKNTB 

(i)  Part  681 — Description. 

(U)  Part  682 — Processing  DravrbaA  Claims. 

(f)  CHAPTEB  6 - INOOMIKG  POSTAA  UNION 

Mail 

(1)  SUBCHAPTEB  610 - WHAT  THIS  OHAPTBB 

COVXBS 

(2)  SUBCHAPm  eao — chabobs 

(1)  Part  621 — CusUhus  Clearance  and  De¬ 
livery  Fee. 

(ii)  Part  622— Sbor^iald  Mall. 

(Ill)  Part  623 — ^Invalid  Foreign  Postage. 

(It)  Part  624 — ^Lettera  Found  in  AO  Mail. 

(V)  Part  626 — Returned  Mall. 

(vl)  Part  626 — Storage. 

(3)  SDDCKAPm  630 - POBBIGN  MABKINOS 

mSTXAO  OP  STAlfPS 

(4)  SUBCHAPTEB  640 - ^FOBWABDING  MAIL  OP 

POBBIGN  OBIGIN 

(1)  Part  641 — ^Forwarding  Mall  within  the 
United  States. 

(ii)  Part  642— Forwarding  Mail  to  Another 
Country. 

(ill)  Part  643 — ^Baokstamplng. 

(iv)  Part  644 — ^Postage-Due  Mall. 

(6)  SUBCHAPTEB  680— UNDELITEBABLE  ABTTCl^S 

(I)  Part  661 — Retention  Period. 

(II)  Part  662 — Directory  Service. 

(ill)  Part  668 — ^Marking  and  Dlsposa]. 

(tv)  Part  664 — Storage  Chargee. 

(V)  Part  666— Poetage-Due  Mail. 

<S)  SUBCHAPTEB  660 — ABTTCLBS  MAILED  ABBOAD 
BT  OB  ON  BEHALF  OF  SENDEBS  IN  THE  UNITED 

STATES 

(I)  Part  661 — Scope  and  Applicability. 

(II)  Part  662 — Advance  Payment  Reqtiired. 
(ill)  Part  663 — ^Treatment  If  Advance 

Payment  Not  Made. 

(tv)  Part  664 — ^Report  of  Incoming  Mail¬ 
ing 

(g)  Chapteb  7 — Incoming  Pabcel  Post 

ID  SUBCHAPTEB  710— WHAT  THIS  CHAPTEB 
COVXBS 

(3)  SUBCHAPTEB  780— CBABGES 

(1)  Part  721 — Customs  Clearance  and 
Delivery  Fee. 

(U)  Part  722 — ^Letters  Found  In  Parcels, 
(hi)  Part  723 — ^Returned  Pareels. 

(Iv)  Part  724 — Storage. 

13)  SXmCHAPTEB  730 - STAMPS  NOT  AFFIXED 

14)  SUBCHAPTEB  740 - ^DELITBIT 

(I)  Part  741 — ^Paroels  Addressed  Through 
Bank  or  Other  Organization. 

(U)  Part  742— Foreign  Dispatch  Notes. 

IS)  SUBCHAPTEB  750— POBWABDING  PARCELS  OF 
roBzioN  OBioat 

(1)  Part  761 — Forwarding  Parcels  Within 
the  United  States. 

(h)  Pari  762— Forwarding  Parods  to  1li4 
OiNmtry  of  Origin. 


(hi)  Part  768 — Forwarding  Parcels  to  a 
Third  Country. 

(iv)  Part  764— Dutiable  Paroele. 

(v)  Part  766 — Postage-Due  Parcels. 

(S)  SUBCRAPTBB  7S0 - ^UNDBLIVXRABLB  PABCXLS 

(i)  Part  761 — ^Paresis  of  XJJB.  Origin. 

(U)  Part  762 — ^Parcels  of  Foreign  Origin. 

(h)  Chapters — ^Importations 

(1)  SUBCHAPTEB  SIO - ^WHAT  THIS  CHAPTEB 

COVXBS 

12)  SUBCHAPTEB  880— U.S.  CUSTOMS 
INPOBMATION 

(1)  Part  821 — Customs  Examination  of 
PoienttoUy  Dutiable  or  Problbltsd  Mall. 

(h)  Part  822 — Treatment  of  Dutiable  MaU 
at  Delivery  Offloe. 

(3)  SUBCHAPTEB  830 - PLANT  AND  ANIMAL 

qUABANTIME  mSPXCTTON 

(1)  Part  831— What  Is  Subject  to  Inspec¬ 
tion. 

(U)  Part  882 — S^regatlon  and  Hifciwin«e 
(hi)  Part  838 — ^Agriculture  inspeotlon  Sta¬ 
tions  and  OlBoes. 

(i)  CJMPTEB  9 - ^INQUIBIBS,  INDEMNITIES,  AND 

Refunds 

1 1 )  SUBCHAPTER  810 - ^WHAT  THIS  CHAPTEB 

COVERS  ■ 

12)  SUBCHAPTEE  880— XNOUISIBS 

(1)  Part  921 — ^Inquiries  Defined. 

(h)  Part  922 — Charges  for  Inquiries. 

(hi)  Part  923 — ^Processing  InquMes. 

(3)  SUBCHAPTEB  830 - ^INDEMNITT  CLAIMS  AND 

PAYMENT 

(1)  Part  931— Definition. 

(h)  Part  932 — Initiation  and  Documenta¬ 
tion  of  Claims. 

(Ul)  Part  983 — ^Indemnity  Payments. 

(4)  SUBCHAPTER  840 - POSTAGE  BBPUNDS 

(I)  Part  941— Refunds  Defined. 

(U)  Part  942 — ^Applloation  by  Senders. 

(Ul)  Purt  943 — Processing  Refund  Applica¬ 
tions. 

"  (J)  Appendix  A — Quick  BarERXNCi 

INFORMATION,  BATES  AND  FEES 

(k)  Index 

§  111.3  Amendments  to  Chapter  1  of 
Postal  Service  Manual. 

Changes  in  Chapter  I  of  the  Postal 
Service  Manual  will  periodically  be  pu^ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register.  Sub* 
scribers  to  the  Postal  Service  Manual 
win  automatically  receive  the  amend¬ 
ments  from  the  Government  Printing 
Office. 


Amendnumtn  to  numuol 


TYum- 

mittml 

letter 

Issues 

Dated 

Fedxbal 

Rxgisteb 

pubUeattoB 

29 

81 

Aug.  16,1974 

39  FR  31834 

80 

86 

OeL  1, 1974 

39  FR  87487 

31 

89 

Nov.  16,1974 

39  FR  41630 

32 

91 

Nov.  17,1974 

89  FH  43629 

33 

94 

Ian.  17,1976 

40  FR  4420 

34 

07 

Fob.  17,1976 

40  FR  6297 

35 

08 

7«b.  21,1976 

40  FR  8820 

36 

1012 

May  1.1976 

40  PR  X2183 

17 

1« 

Jum  30l1976 

40  FR  31602 

30 

lee 

July  21.1976 

40  PR  31766 

39 

112 

Dee.  16.1976 

41  FR  4360 

40 

114 

Jane  3^1074 

41  FH  80136 

[IR  Doo.76-34697  FUed  8-28-76;8:48  an^ 
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PART  10— INTERNATIONAL  POSTAL 
SERVICE 

PART  111— GENERAL  INFORMATION 
ON  POSTAL  SERVICE  •  ^ 

Postal  Service  Manual;  Incorporation  by 
Reference 

Editokial  Note. — ^The  Director  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  has  approved  an  extension  of 
the  incorporation  by  reference  of  the  Postal 
Service  Manual  from  September  1, 1976,  until 
July  1,  1977,  as  provided  In  39  CFR  111.4(a). 

In  addition,  the  Director  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  has  agre^  to  incorporate 
by  reference  until  July  1,  1977,  the 
Postal  Service  Publication  42,  Intema- 
tionfd  Mall,  as  provided  in  39  CFR  10.4 
(b).  (See  FR  Doc.  76-24697  on  page 
35682  of  this  Federal  Register.) 

However,  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register  is  considering  publishing  both 
the  Postal  Service  Manual  and  the 
Postal  Service  Publication  42,  Interna¬ 
tional  Mall,  under  separate  cover  as  an 
Appendix  to  Title  39.  This  appendix 
would  be  considered  a  supplement  to  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR),  and 
would  not  be  handled  as  a  regular  CFR 
voliune.  It  would  not  conform  to  the 
uniform  CFR  codification  system,  but 
rather  It  would  maintain  the  Postal 
Service  Manual  and  Publication  42  orga¬ 
nization  and  style.  This  appendix  would 
not  be  revised  annually,  but  would  be 
supplemented  periodically.  This  ap¬ 
proach  would  provide  historical  continu¬ 
ity  and  ready  access  to  bound  volumes 
for  scholars  and  researchers  since  both 
of  the  Postel  Service  publications  are 
now  in  loosueaf  form. 

It  should^  pointed  out  that  the  origi¬ 
nal  Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
domestic  mail  regulations  (39  FR  20595, 
Jime  12, 1974)  was  adopted  provisionally 
to  allow  for  annual  jievlew.  As  part  of 
the  review  process,  we  are  Issuing  this 
docmnent  to  determine  how  the  public’s 
need  could  best  be  served  in  light  of  its 
experience. 

Comments  on  the  need  for  and  desira¬ 
bility  of  issuing  an  appendix  volume  to 
Title  39  are  invited  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  7, 1976,  to  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register,  National  Archives  and  Records 
Service,  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 

Dated:  August  18, 1976. 

Fred  J.  Emery, 

Director  of  the  Federal  Register. 

(FR  Doc.76-24698  FUed  8-23-76;8:45  am] 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  II— FOOD  AND  NUTRITION 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

PART  225— SUMMER  FOOD  SERVICE 
’  PROGRAM  FOR  CHILDREN 

i  Summary  of  Comments  on  Proposed 

i  Regulations 

Final  regulations  governing  the  Sum¬ 
mer  Food  Service  Program  for  Children 
were  publlslied  March  5,  1976  (41  FR 
9533)  following  the  publication  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemald^  (41  FR  1078).  Ttils 


statement  summarizes  the  comments, 
suggestions,  and  objections  received  on 
the  proposed  regulations  from  inter¬ 
ested  persons  and  describes  the  principal 
changes  which  were  made  in  the  final 
regulations. 

Responses  to  the  proposed  regulations 
were  received  from  a  total  of  94  orga¬ 
nizations  and  individuals,  34  of  whom 
wrote  simply  endorsing  the  comments 
received  from  other  organizations.  Only 
substantive  comments  will  be  noted  in 
this  summary. 

(1)  Definitions:  The  principal  com¬ 
ments  and  suggestions  received  on  the 
definitions  may  be  summarized  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

(a)  Many  respondents  suggested  rais¬ 
ing  the  age  of  eligible  children  to  21. 
However,  the  age  of  eligible  children  was 
maintained  at  18  because  it  was  felt  that 
most  of  the  participants  would  be  with¬ 
in  that  age  group  and  that  it  was  con¬ 
sistent  with  Federal  and  State  changes 
in  legal  age.  We  recognize  that  there  are 
yoimg  people  in  the  18-20  category  who 
are  employed  imder  Federal  programs 
which  provide  assistance  to  program 
sponsors.  However,  nothing  in  the  regu¬ 
lations  would  prohibit  a  service  institu¬ 
tion  from  claiming  meals  served  to  such 
workers  under  administrative  costs.  In 
fact,  the  Instructions  on  allowable  pro¬ 
gram  costs  will  specifically  refer  to  this 
possibility. 

(b)  It  was  suggested  that  the  definition 
of  service  institution  be  reworded  to  allow 
residential  camps  operating  in  other  than 
summer  months  to  participate.  Under  the 
authorizing  legislation,  only  those  service 
institutions  which  operate  a  program 
during  May  through  l^ptember  are  eligi¬ 
ble  to  operate  under  the  continuous 
school  calendar  provision.  Final  regula¬ 
tions  have  expanded  the  definition  of 
service  institution  to  make  clear  that  any 
service  institution,  including  a  residential 
camp,  which  operates  during  May 
through  September  may  also  participate 
under  the  continuous  sc^iool  calendar 
provision  provided  that  it  serves  children 
who  are  on  school  vacation. 

(2)  Eligibility  Standards:  Several  re¬ 
spondents  suggested  allowing  residential 
summer  camps  to  use  area  data  instead 
of  enrollment  data  If  they  so  chose. 
Therefore,  final  regulations  were  changed 
accordingly. 

(3)  Time  Limitation  on  Meals:  Many 
respondents  suggested  that  the  time  lim¬ 
its  between  meals  were  too  long.  In  order 
to  avoid  excessive  waste  of  food  and  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  law  allows  for 
service  Institutions  to  serve  all  meals 
(breakfast,  lunch,  supper,  supplements) , 
It  was  the  rationale  of  the  Department 
that  a  time  frame  of  four  hours  between 
meals  and  three  hours  between  meals  and 
supplanents  was  realistic.  However,  due 
to  the  large  number  of  comments  on  this 
matter  the  hours  between  meal  service 
were  changed  to  three  hours  between  all 
meals  except  that  four  hoiu^  must  elapse 
between  lunch  and  supper  if  no  supple¬ 
ments  are  served. 

(4)  Commodity  Information:  Many  re¬ 
spondents  suggested  that  commodity 
lists  be  made  available  to  service  institu¬ 
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tions  early  enough  so  the  food  can  be 
more  effectively  utilized  in  the  Program. 
Final  regulations  require  State  agencies 
to  announce  the  availability  of  commodi¬ 
ties  at  an  early  date  prior  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  menu  cycles. 

(5)  Advance  Funding:  It  was  sug¬ 
gested  that  wording  be  included  in  the 
regulations  to  make  advance  funding 
mandatory  in  May  and  September  as 
well  as  in  Jime,  July,  and  August.  How¬ 
ever,  our  experience  has  shown  that 
very  few  service  institutions  participate 
in  May  and  September.  Therefore,  this 
suggestion  was  not  incorporated  in  the 
final  regulations. 

(6)  30  Days  Submission  Deadline: 
Several  respondents  expressed  concern 
about  the  30  day  deadline  for  submis¬ 
sion  of  applications.  The  30  day  provi¬ 
sion  was  added  to  the  regpilations  to 
ensure  that  service  institutions  did  not 
delay  submitting  applications,  thus  caus¬ 
ing  undue  hardship  on  State  agencies 
in  their  review  of  all  necessary  data  in 
ordj^r  to  determine  the  ability  of  the 
service  institutions  to  effectively  admin¬ 
ister  the  Program.  Final  regulations  in¬ 
clude  the  provision  that  applications 
must  be  submitted  30  days  prior  to  the 
anticipated  opening  of  the  food  service. 
However,  we  added  a  provision  that  ap¬ 
plications  received  less  than  30  days  prior 
to  the  anticipated  opening  of  the  food 
service  may  be  approved  at  the  option 
of  the  State  agency,  or  FNSRO  where 
applicable. 

(7)  Star f- l/p  Cosfs;  Many  respondents 
recommended  raising  the  start-up  costs 
to  4  percent,  some  even  to  10  percent. 
However,  it  was  felt  that  one  p^cent  was 
adequate.  Should  this  amount  prove  to 
be  inadequate,  consideration  will  be  given 
to  raising  it  in  the  future. 

(8)  Service  Institution’s  Audit  Require- 
ment:  It  was  suggested  that  an  audit  be 
required  annually  of  every  service  insti¬ 
tution  which  participates  in  the  Program, 
to  be  paid  out  of  administrative  costs.  It 
is  felt  that  to  require  every  service  insti¬ 
tution  regardless  of  size  to  be  audited 
annually  would  be  excessive.  Small  oper¬ 
ations  would  not  earn  enough  relmbiuse- 
ment  to  support  the  cost  of  an  audit. 
Therefore,  final  regulations  require  only 
service  institutions  which  anticipate  re¬ 
imbursement  of  over  $30,000  during  the 
period  of  their  Agreement  to  be  audited. 

(9)  Minimizing  the  Number  of  Service 
Institutions  in  the  Same  Area:  The  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  contained  a  require¬ 
ment  that  the  administering  office  review 
available  data  on  the  areas  to  be  served, 
including  the  number  of  needy  children 
in  relation  to  the  capacity  of  the  service 
institutions,  so  as  to  minimize  the  mun- 
ber  of  service  institutions  approved  in  the 
same  area.  One  respondent  objected  to 
the  wording  and  felt  the  requirement 
should  be  more  carefully  spelled  out  or 
eliminated  from  the  final  relations. 
Because  of  past  problems  of  overlapping 
food  service  sites,  the  Department  felt  it 
was  reasonable  and  in  the  interest  of 
good  management  to  retain  the  wording.' 
The  Intention  is  not  to  deny  food  service 
to  children  fnxn  needy  areas  but  to  en- 
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sure  that  more  than  one  service  Institu- 
tk«  is  not  serving  the  same  children. 

Dated:  August  19, 1976. 

Richard  L.  Peltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.76-24776  Piled  8-23-76;8:45  ami 


SUBCHAPTER  A— CHILD  NUTRITION  PROGRAMS 

PART  230— NONFOOD  ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAM 

On  February  10,  1976,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
5826)  a  proposed  rulemaking  redesig¬ 
nating  and  amending  the  regulations 
governing  the  Nonfood  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram.  The  major  reason  for  the  proposed 
rulonaklng  was  the  implementation  of 
Public  Law  94-105. 

Interested  persons  were  giv^  30  days 
in  whU^  to  submit  conunents,'  sugges¬ 
tions.  or  objections  r^arding  the,  pro¬ 
posed  regulations.  Comments  were  re¬ 
ceived  fn»n  two  educational  State  agen¬ 
cies,  five  R^onal  OfiOces,  and  seven 
other  State  (h  Federal  agencies.  Changes 
were  made  in  the  proposed  regulatiims 
as  a  result  of  the  comments  received,  ex¬ 
cept  where  the  Department  has  no  dis¬ 
cretion  under  the  law  or  where  the  replies 
were  speculative  or  too  general. 

(1)  General — Two  respondents  believe 
that  the  proposed  regulations  are  wordy, 
cumbersome,  and  restrictive.  While  the 
sc(H>e  of  the  regulations  has  increased 
substantially,  most  of  the  Increase  has 
resulted  from  the  requirements  of  Pub. 
L.  94-105,  and  Federal  Management  Cir¬ 
cular  74-7  (34  CFR  Part  256) .  The  De¬ 
partment  does  not  believe  the  regulations 
as  wn*itten  are  restrictive  and  a  primary 
consideration  in  their  development  was 
to  place  greater  dep^idence  on  the  States 
for  program  administration. 

(2)  230.2(aa)  (proposed  230.2(x)) — 
Definitions — One  respmident  believes 
that  in  the  definition  for  “Reimburse^ 
ment”  eligible  School  Food  Authorities 
should  be  referenced  because  in  the  pro¬ 
grams  administered  by  the  respiondent, 
reimbursement  is  paid  to  the  School  Food 
Authority,  not  the  school.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  agrees  and  we  reference  School 
Food  Authorities  in  the  d^nition. 

(3)  230.2(bb)  ( proposed (y) ) — Defini¬ 
tions — One  respondent  suggests  that  the 
definition  for  school  be  expanded  to  list 
a  Job  Corps  center  as  an  example  of  an 
institution  eligible  to  participate  in  the 
Program.  The  definition  for  school  is  a 
uniform  definition  used  in  all  child  nutri¬ 
tion  programs  and  does  not  purport  to 
list  sdl  child  care  Institutions  which  may 
be  eligible. 

(4)  230.5 — Multiyear  Funding — One 
respondent  believes  that  the  multi-year 
funding  provision  permits  a  State,  or 
TNSRO  where  applicable,  to  obligate  in 
advance  all  or  part  of  .the  funds  for  an 
Improved  project,  with  the  fxmds  to  be 
disbursed  when  the  project  is  completed. 

The  thrust  of  this  provision  is  to  per¬ 
mit  the  State  agency,  or  FNSRO  where 
applicable,  when  current  fiscal  year 
funds  are  Insufficient,  to  approve  the  en¬ 
tire  amount  justified  on  the  condition 
that  such  funds  will  be  paid  in  incre-. 


m^ts  to  the  School  Food  Authority,  to 
the  extoit  that  sufficient  funds  are  avail- 
over  a  period  not  to  exceed  three 
consecutive  fiscal  years.  However,  noth¬ 
ing  in  these  regulations  prohibits  the 
obligation  of  funds  in  a  single  year  and 
the  disbursement  of  funds,  if  available, 
on  project  completion. 

(5)  Another  respondent  interprets 
this  provision  to  mean  tliat  multiyear 
funding  is  permissible  only  if  the  total 
number  of  applications  exceed  the 
amount  of  money  available  to  the  State 
agency  or  FNSRO  for  a  fiscal  year.  The 
intent  of  the  multiyear  funding  provi- 
vision  is  to  give  the  State  agency,  or 
FNSRO  where  applicable,  the  option  to 
assist  School  Food  Authorities  over  a  pe¬ 
riod  not  to  exceed  three  consecutive  fis¬ 
cal  years  when  the  amount  of  funds  re-' 
quested  and  justified  in  the  application 
of  any  School  Food  Authority  exceeds 
the  amount  of  funds  available  imder 
S  230.4  of  this  part. 

(6)  230.7(a) — ^Matching  of  Funds — 
One  respondent  believes  that  this  sec¬ 
tion  as  proposed  might  be  interpreted  to 
mean  that  all  payments  made  by  FNS 
must  be  matched,  including  payments  to 
School  Food  Authorities  for  schools  dear: 
ignated  as  “especially  needy."  The  leg¬ 
islation  does  not  require  any  matching 
fn^  School  Food  Authorities  for  schools 
designated  as  “especially  needy."  The 
Department  has  changed  the  language  to 
more  clearly  refiect  the  legislation. 

(7)  230.9(b)  (2) — ^Requirements  for 
Participation — One  respondent  suggests 
that  the  wording  of  this  section  did  not 
clearly  demonstrate  the  need  to  get  the 
State  agency  or  FNSRO  involved  in  the 
planning  stage  of  equipment  acquisition 
and  systems  development.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  agrees  and  has  changed  the  lan¬ 
guage  to  emphasize  the  desirability  of 
State  agency  or  FNSRO  Involvement 
early  in  the  planning  process  in  order  to 
stress  systems  compatabillty  over  indi¬ 
vidual  equipment  and,  if  nonfood  assist¬ 
ance  funds  are  not  available,  help  School 
Food  Authorities  consider  and  make  the 
best  use  of  other  alternatives. 

Accordingly,  the  Nonfood  Assistance 
Program  regulations  are  revised  and  re¬ 
issued.  This  regulation  supersedes  the 
provisions  7  C7FR  Part  220  insofar  as 
they  pertain  to  the  Nonfood  Assistance 
Program. 
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§  230.1  General  purpose  and  scope. 

Section  5  of  the  Child  Nutrition  Act  of 
1966,  as  amended,  authorizes  the  pay¬ 
ment  Qf  funds  to  States  to  assist  them  to 
sun>ly  schools  drawing  attendance  from 
areas  in  which  poor  economic  conditions 
exist  with  equipment,  other  than  real 
property,  for  the  storage,  preparation, 
transportation,  and  serving  of  food,  to 
enable  them  to  establish,  maintain,  and 
expand  school  food  service  programs. 
This  part  announces  the  policies' and 
prescribes  the  regulations  necessary  to 
carry  out  this  purpose. 

§  230.2  Definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  part,  the  term : 

(a)  “Acquisition  cost"  means  the  net 
invoice  price  of  nonexpendable  and  ex¬ 
pendable  personal  property  acquired  by 
purchase.  This  property  may  include  at¬ 
tachments,  accessories,  or  auxiliary  ap¬ 
paratus  necessary  to  make  it  usable  for 
the  purpose  for  which  it  is  acquired. 
Ancillary  charges  such  as  taxes,  duty, 
protective  intransit  insurance,  freight, 
or  installation  may  also  be  included. 

<b)  “Act"  means  the  Child  Nutrition 
Act  of  1966,  as  amended. 

(c)  “Breakfast"  means  a  meal  served 
to  a  school  child  at  the  beginning  of  the 
child’s  day  at  the  school,  which  meets 
the  requirements  of  the  School  Break¬ 
fast  Program  (7  CFR  Part  220) . 

(d)  “Child"  means  a  person  under  21 
chronological  years  of  age  in  schools  as 
defined  in  S  230.2(bb)  (2)  and  (3)  or  a 
student  (rf  high  school  grade  or  imder  as 
determined  by  the  State  educational 
agency  in  schools  as. defined  in  §  230.2 
(bb)(l). 

(e)  “CND”  means  the  Child  Nutrition 
Division  of  the  Food  and  Nutrition  Serv¬ 
ice  of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture. 

(f)  “Delivery,  costs"  means  the  cost 
incurred  in  transporting  allowable 
equipment  from  point  of  shipment  to  the 
destination  specified  in  the  procurement 
document.  It  Includes  all  usual  costs  as¬ 
sociated  with  delivery,  but  does  not  in¬ 
clude  the  alteration  of  buildings  to  ac¬ 
commodate  equipment  during  the  de¬ 
livery  process. 

(g)  "Department"  means  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture. 

(h)  “Equipment”  means  articles  and 
faciUties,  other  than  land  or  buildings, 
used  for  the  receiving,  storage,  prepara¬ 
tion,  transportation,  or  serving  of  food. 

U)  "Especially  needy  school"  means  a 
school  whose  School  Food  Authority  does 
not  have  access  to  sufficient  resources  to 
meet  the  matching  requirement  of  this 
paul,  and  in  which  at  least  the  majority 
of  students  enrolled  are  eligible  for  free 
or  reduced  price  meals. 

(j)  "Ebcpendable  personal  property" 
means  all  tangible  personal  property 
other  than  nonexpendable  personal 
property. 

(k)  "Fiscal  year"  means  the  period  of 
12  calendar  months  beginning  July  1, 
1975,  and  ending  June  30,  1976;  the 
period  of  15,  calendar  months  beginning 
July  1,  1976i  and  ending  Sept^nber  30, 
1977;  and  the  period  of  12  calendar 
months  beginning  October  1,  1977,  and 
each  October  1  of  any  calendar  year 
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thereafter  and  ending  September  30  of 
the  following  calendar  year. 

(1)  “FMC-74-7”  means  Federal  Man¬ 
agement  Circular  74-7,  the  Circular 
which  establishes  imiform  standards  for 
the  administration  of  grants-in-aid  to 
State  and  local  governments,  including 
school  districts  (34  CPR  Part  256) .  • 

(til)  “FNS”  means  the  Food  and  Nutri¬ 
tion  Service  of  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture.  » 

(n)  “FNSRO”  means  the  appropriate 
Food  and  Nutrition  Service  Regional 
OflBce  of  the  Food  and  Nutrition  Service 
of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture. 

(o)  “Installation  costs”  mean  the  usual 
costs  Incurred  in  uncrating,  setting  up, 
and  making  final  connection  of  equip¬ 
ment  to  existing  utilities  in  the  room  in 
which  the  equipment  is  to  operate,  ex¬ 
cept  those  costs  that  constitute  a  capital 
or  leasehold  improvement  of  ttie  build¬ 
ings. 

(p)  “Lunch”  means  a  meal  which  meets 
the  lunch  pattern  for  specified  age  groups 
of  children  set  forth  in  §  210.10  of  Part 
210  of  this  chapter. 

(q)  “National  School  Lunch  Program” 
means  the  program  authorized  by  the 
National  School  Lunch  Act,  aa-amended 
(7CFR  Part  210). 

(r)  “Needy  children”  mean  children 
from  families  meeting  the  family  size  in¬ 
come  standards  for  free  or  reduced  price 
meals  established  by  a  State  or  FNSRO 
pursuant  to  Part  245  of  this  chapter. 

(s)  “Nonexpendable  personal  pr(^- 
erty”  means  tangible  personal  property 
having  a  useful  life  of  more  than  one 
year  and  an  acquisition  cost  of  $300  or 
more  per  unit.  Ihe  State  agency  may  use 
Its  own  definition  of  nonexpendable  per¬ 
sonal  property  provided  that  such  defi¬ 
nition  would  at  least  Include  all  tangible 
personal  property  as  defined  above. 

(t)  “Nonprofit”  means  exempt  from 
Income  tax  imder  section  501(c)(3)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  as 
amended;  or  in  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico,  certified  as  nonprofit  by  Its 
Governor. 

(u)  “OA”  means  the  OfiBce  of  Audit  of 
the  Department. 

(v)  “OI”  means  the  OflBce  of  Investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  Department. 

(w)  “Personal  property”  means  prop¬ 
erty  of  any  kind  except  real  property.  It 
may  be  tangible — ^having  physical  exist¬ 
ence — or  intangible,  having  no  physical 
existence,  such  as  patents,  inventions, 
and  copyrights. 

(x)  “Program”  means  the  Nonfood 
Assistance  Program  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  the  Child  Nutrition  Act  of  1966, 
as  amended. 

(y)  “Real  property”  means  land,  land 
improvements,  structures  thereon  and 
appurtenances  thereto. 

(z)  “Reimbursement”  means  financial 
assistance  paid  or  payable  to  eligible 
School  Food  Authorities  for  food  service 
equipment.  The  term  “reimbursement” 
also  includes  financial  assistance  made 
available  through  advances  of  Program 
funds  to  eligible  School*  Food  Authorities. 

(aa)  “School”  means  (1)  An  educa¬ 
tional  imlt  of  high  school  grade  or  under 
operating  imder  public  or  nonprofit  pri¬ 


vate  ownership  in  a  single  building  or 
complex  of  buildings.  The  term  “high 
school  grade  or  imder”  includes  classes 
of  preprimary  grade  when  they  are  con¬ 
ducted  in  a  school  having  classes  of  pri¬ 
mary  or  higher  grade,  or  when  they  are 
recognized  as  a  part  of  the  educational 
system  in  the  State,  regardless  of 
whether  such  preprimary  grade  classes 
are  conducted  in  a  school  having  classes 
of  primary  or  higher  grade.  (2)  With  the 
exception  of  residential  summer  camps 
which  i>articii>ate  in  the  Summer  Food 
Service  Program  for  (Children  and  pri¬ 
vate  foster  homes,  any  distinct  part  of  a 
public  or  nonprofit  private  institution  or 
any  public  or  nonprofit  private  child 
care  institution,  which  (i)  maintains 
children  m  residence,  (il)  operates  prin¬ 
cipally  for  the  care  of  children,  and  (ill) 
if  private,  is  licensed  to  provide  residen¬ 
tial  child  care  services  under  the  appro¬ 
priate  licensing  code  by  the  State  or  a 
subordinate  level  of  government.  The 
term  “child  care  institution”  includes, 
but  is  not  limited  to:  Homes  for  the  men¬ 
tally  retarded,  the  emotionally  dlstmhed. 
the  physically  handicapped,  unmarried 
mothers  and  their  Infante,  group  homes, 
halfway  houses,  orphanages,  temporary 
shelters  for  abused  children  and  for  run¬ 
away  children,  long-term  care  facilities 
for  chronically  ill  children,  and  juvenile 
detention  centers.  (3)  With  respect  to  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  nonprofit 
child  care  centers  certified  as  such  by  the 
Governor  of  Puerto  Rico. 

(bb)  “School  Breakfast  Program” 
means  the  program  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  the  Child  Nutrition  Act  of  1966, 
as  amended  (7CPR  Part  220) . 

(cc)  “School  Pood  Authority”  means 
the  governing  body  which  is  responsible 
for  the  administration  of  one  or  more 
schools  and  which  has  the  legal  author¬ 
ity  to  operate  a  lunch  or  breakfast  pro¬ 
gram  therein.  The  term  “School  Pood 
Authority”  also  includes  a  nonprofit 
agency  or  organization  to  which  such 
governing  body  has  delegated  authority 
to  operate  the  lunch  or  breakfast  pro¬ 
gram  in  schools  imder  its  jurisdiction, 
provided  the  governing  body  retains  the 
responsibility  to  comply  with  Program 
regulations. 

(dd)  “School  without  a  food  service” 
means  a  school  in  which  children  do  not 
presently  have  reasonable  access,  as  de¬ 
termined  by  the  State  agency,  or  FNSRO 
where  applicable,  to  a  meal  meeting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  National  School 
Lunch  Program  or  the  School  Breakfast 
Program. 

(ee)  “School  without  facilities  to  pre¬ 
pare  or  receive  hot  meals”  means  a  school 
that  lacks  facilities,  or  does  not  have 
reasonable  access,  as  determined  by  the 
State  agency,  or  FNSRO  where  applica¬ 
ble,  to  facilities  capable  of  preparing  or 
receiving  hot  meals  meeting  require¬ 
ments  of  the  National  School  Lunch  Pro¬ 
gram  or  the  School  Breakfast  Program. 

(ff)  “Secretary”  means  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture. 

(gg)  “State”  means  any  of  the  50 
States,  the  District  of  Columbia,  the 
Conunonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  the  Vir¬ 
gin  Islands,  Guam,  American  Samoa, 


and  the  Trust  Territory  of  ttie  Pacific 
Islands. 

(hh)  “State  agency”  means  (1)  the 
State  educational  agency  or  (2)  such 
other  agency  of  the  State  as  has  been 
designated  by  the  Governor  or  other  ap¬ 
propriate  executive  or  legislative  author¬ 
ity  of  the  State  and  approved  by  the  De¬ 
partment  to  administer  the  Program  in 
schools  as  defined  in  |230.2(bb). 

(ii)  “State  educational  agency”  means, 
as  the  State  Legislature  may  determine, 
(1)  the  chief  State  school  officer  (such  as 
the  State  Superintendent  of  Public  In¬ 
struction,  Commissioner  of  Education,  or 
similar  officer) ,  or  (2)  a  board  of  educa¬ 
tion  controlling  the  State  department  of 
education. 

§  230.3  Administration  of  the  program. 

( a)  Within  the  Department,  FNS  shall 
act  on  behalf  of  the  Department  in  the 
administration  of  the  Program.  Within 
FNS.  CND  shall  be  responsible  for  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  Program. 

(b)  Within  the  States,  responsibility 
for  the  administration  of  the  Progr^ 
shall  be  in  the  State  agency,  except  that 
FNSRO  shall  administer  the  Program  in 
schools  of  any  State  to  which  the  State 
agency  is  not  permitted  by  law  to  dis¬ 
burse  Federal  funds  paid  to  it  under  the 
Act.  References  in  this  part  to  “PT^SRO 
where  applicable”  are  to  FNSRO  as  the 
agency  administering  the  Program  in 
such  schools. 

(c)  Each  State  agency  desiring  to  ttdce 
part  in  the  Program  shall  enter  into  a 
written  agreement  with  the  Department 
for  the  administration  of  the  Program 
in  the  State  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  part.  The  agreement  shall 
cover  the  operation  of  the  Program  diu*- 
Ing  the  period  specified  therein  and  may 
be  extended  at  the  opticm  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment. 

§  230.4  Apportionment  of  funds  to 
States. 

(a)  Of  the  Federal  funds  appropriated 
for  nonfood  assistance  under  the  Act, 
66%T>ercent  shall  be  apportioned  among 
the  States  during  each  fiscal  year  on  the 
basis  of  the  ratio  that  the  number  of 
lunches,  meeting  the  meal  requirements 
set  forth  in  §  210.10  of  this  chapter  and 
served  in  each  State  in  the  latest  preced¬ 
ing  fiscal  year  for  which  the  Secretary 
determines  data  are  available  at  the 
time  such  funds  are  apportioned,  bears  to 
the  total  niunber  of  such  lunches  served 
in  all  States  in  such  preceding  fiscal  year. 

(b)  For  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1976,  33  Vs  percent  of  the  funds  appropri¬ 
ated  for  nonfood  assistance  under  the 
Act  shall  be  apportioned  among  the 
States  on  the  basis  of  the  ratio  of  the 
number  of  children  in  each  State,  en¬ 
rolled  in  schools  without  a  food  service 
to  the  number  of  children  in  all  States 
enrolled  in  schools  without  a  food  service. 

(c)  For  each  fiscal  year  after  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1976,  33^4  percent 
of  the  funds  appropriated  for  nonfood 
assistance  imder  the  Act  shall  be  appor¬ 
tioned  among  the  States  on  the  basis  of 
the  ratio  of  the  number  of  children  in 
each  State,  enrolled  In  schools  without  a 
food  service  and  in  schools  without  the 
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facilities  to  prepare  or  receive  hot  meals, 
to  the  number  of  children  in  all  States 
enrolled  in  schools  without  a  food  service 
and  in  schools  without  the  facilities  to 
prepare  or  receive  hot  meals. 

(d)  If  any  State  agency,  or  FNSRO 
where  applicable,  cannot  use  all  the  fxmds 
apportioned  to  it  under  paragraph  (a), 
(b)  or  (c)  of  this  section,  it  shall  release 
such  funds  to  the  Department  for 
further  apportionment  among  the  re¬ 
maining  States,  in  the  manner  and  for 
the  purpose  of  the  respective  initial  ap¬ 
portionment:  Provided,  however.  That  no 
further  apportionment  shall  be  made  if 
the  Department  determines  that  the 
amount  of  such  fimds  is  too  small  to 
make  a  further  apportiomnent.  If  funds 
apportioned  under  paragraph  (b)  or  (c) 
of  this  section  remain  iinused  after  such 
further  apportionment,  they  shall  im¬ 
mediately  be  reapportioned  under  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  to  assist  schools  with  a  food  service 
program  and  with  the  facilities  to  pre¬ 
pare  or  receive  hot  meals. 

(e)  A  share  of  the  Program  funds  ap¬ 
portioned  to  any  State  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (a),  (b)  or  (c)  of  this 
section  shall  be  withheld  by  FMS  for 
schools  of  that  State  if  the  State  agency 
is  prohibited  by  law  from  administering 
the  Program  with  respect  to  such  schools. 
The  amount  withheld  from  the  funds 
apportioned  imder  paragraph  (a) ,  of  this 
section  shall  bear  the  same  ratio  to  such 
apportioned  funds  as  the  niunber  of 
lunches,  meeting  the  requirements  of 
S  210.10  of  Part  210  of  this  chapter  and 
served  in  such  schools  in  such  State  in 
the  latest  preceding  fiscal  year  for  which 
the  Secretary  determines  data  are  avail¬ 
able  at  the  time  such  fimds  are  withheld, 
bears  to  the  total  number  of  such  lunches 
served  in  all  schools  within  such  State 
in  such  preceding  fiscal  year.  The  amoimt 
withheld  imder  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section  for  fiscal  year  1976  shall  bear 
the  same  ratio  to  such  funds  as  the 
number  of  children,  enrolled  in  such 
State  in  such  schools  without  a  food 
service,  bears  to  the  total  number  of 
children  enrolled  in  all  schools  without 
a  food  service  in  such  State  in  such  fiscal 
year.  For  each-fiscal  year,  after  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1976,  the  amount 
withheld  under  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section  shall  bear  the  same  ratio  to  such 
funds  as  the  number  of  children,  enrolled 
in  such  State  in  such  schools  without  a 
food  service  and  without  the  facilities  to 
prepare  or  receive  hot  meals,  bears  to 
the  total  number  of  children  enrolled  in 
such  State  in  such  fiscal  year,  in  all 
schools  without  a  food  service  and  with¬ 
out  the  facilities  to  prepare  or  receive 
hot  meals. 

§  230.5  Multiyear  funding. 

If.  in  any  fiscal  year,  the  amoimt  of 
funds  made  available  under  S  230.4  of 
this  part  to  any  State  agency,  or  FNSRO 
where  applicable,  is  insufficient  to  pay 
the  entire  amount  of  funds  requested  and 
justified  in  the  application  of  any  School 
Food  Authority,  the  State  agency,  or 
FNSRO  vdiere  sqipUcable,  may  approve 
the  entire  amount  Justified  on  condition 


that  such  amount  win  be  paid  to  the 
School  Food  Authority,  to  the  extent 
that  sufficient  funds  are  available  there¬ 
for,  over  a  period  not  to  exceed  three 
consecutive  fiscal  years  beginning  with 
the  fiscal  year  in  which  the  application 
was  approved. 

§  230.6  Method  of  payment  to  States. 

P\mds  to  be  paid  to  any  State  shall 
be  made  available  by  means  of  Letters 
of  Credit  issued  by  FNS  in  favor  of  the 
State  agency.  The  State  agency  shall: 

(a)  Obtain  funds  needed  for  reimburse¬ 
ment  to  institutions  through  presenta¬ 
tion  by  designated  State  officials  of  a 
Pajmient  Voucher  on  Letter  of  Credit 
(Treasury  Form  GFO  7578)  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  procedures  prescribed  by  FNS 
and  approved  by  the  U.S.  Treasury  De¬ 
partment;  (b)  submit  requests  for  funds 
only  at  such  times  and  in  such  amounts 
as  will  permit  prompt  payment  of  claims; 
(c)  use  the  funds  received  from  such 
requests  without  delay  for  the  purpose 
for  which  drawn.  Notwithstanding  the 
foregoing  provisions,  if  funds  are  made 
available  by  Congress  for  the  operation 
of  the  Program  under  a  continuing  reso¬ 
lution,  Letters  of  Credit  shall  refiect  only 
the  amount  available  for  the  effective 
period  of  the  resolution. 

§  230.7  Matching  of  funds. 

(a)  During  any  fiscal  year,  payments 
made  by  FNS  to  each  State  agency  and 
payments  made  by  FNSRO  to  School 
Food  Authorities  shall  be  upon  the  con¬ 
dition  that  at  least  one  fourth  of  the 
costs  of  the  equipment  acquired  shall  be 
borne  from  sources  within  the  State: 
Provided,  however.  That  payments  used 
to  assist  especially  needy  schools  as  de¬ 
termined  by  the  State  agency,  or  FNSRO 
where  applicable,  shall  not  be  so 
matched.  Pasunents  made  by  FNS  to  a 
State  agency  may  be  matched,  where 
matching  is  required,  -either  by  the  re¬ 
spective  recipient  School  Food  Authori¬ 
ties  or  from  other  State  or  local  sources 
and  pasrments  made  by  FNSRO  to  a 
School  Food  Authority  may  be  matched 
either  by  the  recipient  School  Food  Au¬ 
thority  or  from  other  funds  available  to 
such  School  Food  Authorities  within  the 
State  in  which  the  Program  is  admin¬ 
istered  by  FNS. 

(b)  Funds  from  sources  within  the 
State  shall  include  any  source  of  State 
or  local  funds  other  than  grants  of  the 
Department  or  any  other  Federal  agency 
except  when  enabling  legislation  other¬ 
wise  provides  for  such  matching. 

(c)  It  shall  be  the  respimslbility  of  the 
State  agency,  or  FNSRO  were  appli¬ 
cable,  to  determine  whether  the  require¬ 
ments  for  financing  from  sources  within 
the  State  are  being  met.  In  the  event  it 
appears  that  such  requirements  will  not 
be  met,  the  State  agency,  or  FNSRO 
where  applicable,  shall  take  corrective 
action  to  assure  compliance. 

§  230.8  Use  of  funds. 

Federal  funds  made  available  for  the 
Program  shall  be  used  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  part  to  re¬ 
imburse  the  School  Food  Authorities  of 


schools  which  draw  attendance  from 
areas  in  which  pom*  economic  conditions 
exist,  and  v^ch^have  no  equipment  or 
grossly  Inadequate  equipment  to  conduct 
a  scIk^  food  service,  in  connection  with 
the  cost  of  purchase  or  rental  of  equip¬ 
ment  to  establish,  maintain,  and  ex¬ 
pand  school  food  service:  Provided,  how¬ 
ever,  That  with  the  approval  of  FNS, 
any  State  agency,  or  FNSRO  where  ap¬ 
plicable,  may  reserve  for  use  in  carrying 
out  special  developmental  projects  an 
amount  equal  to  not  more  than  ope  per¬ 
cent  of  the  sum  of  the  Federal  funds  in¬ 
itially  apportioned  to  it  for  any  fiscal 
year  for  the  Program.  Funds  appor¬ 
tioned  under  paragraph  (a)  of  §  230.4 
may  be  used  to  reimburse  School  Food 
Authorities  of  all  eligible  schools,  funds 
apportioned  under  paragraphs  (b)  and 
(c)  of  f  230.4  may  be  used  to  reimburse 
School  Pood  Auhorities  of  schools  with¬ 
out  a  food  service  and  School  Pood  Au¬ 
thorities  of  schools  without  the  facilities 
to  prepare  or  receive  hot  meals. 

§  230.9  Requirements  for  participation. 

(a)  Each  State  agency,  or  FNSRO 
where  applicable,  shall  require  the 
School  Pood  Authority  to  make  written 
application  to  the  State  agency,  or 
F^SRO  where  applicable,  for  any  school 
which  it  desires  to  partic  Ipate  in  the  Pro¬ 
gram.  Applications  shall  include  infor- 
matlo;i  in  sufficient  detail  to  ensure  that 
the  school  is  eligible  for  assistance  under 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  and  to 
ascertain  the  amount  of  financial  assist¬ 
ance  required. 

(b)  A  school  which  draws  attendance 
from  areas  in  which  poor  economic  con¬ 
ditions  exist  and  which  has  no  equipment 
or  grossly  Inadequate  equipment  to 
operate  a  school  food  service  under  the 
National  School  Lunch  Program  or  the 
School  Breakfast  Program  shall  be  se¬ 
lected  for  participation  in  the  Program 
on  the  basis  of:  (1)  The  financial  ability 
and  the  relative  need  of  the  School  Pood 
Authority  for  assistance  in  acquiring 
adequate  equipment,  determined  on  the 
basis  of  the  information  supplied  by  the 
School  Pood  Authority  and  by  other 
School  Pood  Authorities  in  the  applica¬ 
tions  submitted;  and  (2)  the  amount  of 
funds  available  to  the  State  agency,  or 
FNSRO  where  applicable.  State  Agencies, 
or  FNSRO  where  applicable,  have  a  posi¬ 
tive  obligation  to  inform  eligible  School 
Food  Authorities  and  to  work  with  them 
In  planning  for  the  acq^itlon  of  any 
equipment  needed  to  operate  their  school 
f<^  service  effectively  and,  to  the  extent 
that  funds  are  available,  to  aid  the 
School  Pood  Authorities  in  procuring 
such  equipment. 

(c)  The  State  agency,  or  FNSRO 
where  applicable,  shall  require  the  School 
Pood  Authority  of  each  school  selected 
for  participation  to  enter  into  a  written 
agreement  with  the  State  agency,  or 
FNSRO  where  applicable.  The  School 
Food  Authority  shall  agree  to  participate 
in  the  School  Breakfast  Program  or  the 
National  School  Lunch  Program,  or  both. 

§  230.10  Reimbursement  payments. 

The  amount  of  the  reimbursonent 
paymoit  to  any  School  Food  Authority 
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shall  not  exceed  the  aociulBttioQ  cost  of 
the  wqiitpmiffit,  inctudlxig  ddlverr  and 
Installation  ooite.  The  total  amount  of 
the  reimbursement  payments  made  to 
School  Food  Authorities  In  each  State  for 
food  sendee  equipment  acquired  for 
schools  which  are  not  especially  needy 
■h^il  not  exceed  three-fourths  ot  the 
total  cost  of  the  equipment.  Including  de- 
Urery  and  Installation  costs.  The  total 
amount  of  the  relmbxu^ement  pasunents 
made  to  School  Food  Authorities  In  each 
State  for  equipment  acquired  for  schools 
which  are  especially  ne^y  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  cost  of  the  equipment  including 
delivery  and  Installation  costs. 

S  230.11  Qainu  for  reimbarsement. 

Each  State  agency,  or  FNSRO  where 
appUcskble,  shall  require  Scho(d  Food  Au- 
ttuxdtles  to  submit  claims  for  reimburse¬ 
ment  which  shall  Include  data  in  suf¬ 
ficient  detail  to  Justify  the  amounts 
claimed  and  to  enable  the  State  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  Information  needed  for  reports 
and  records  required  imder  §  230.12. 

S  230.12  Special  responsibilities. 

(a)  Each  State  agency  shall  submit 
Inf  onnatlon  on  Program  operations  on  a 
form  inovlded  by  FNS  and  shall  maintain 
current  accounting  records  of  Program 
operations  which  will  adequately  Identi¬ 
fy  fund  authorizations,  obligations,  un- 
oUlgated  balances,  assets,  liabilities,  out¬ 
lays.  and  income.  The  records  may  be 
kept  In  their  original  form  or  on  micro¬ 
film.  and  shall  be  retained  for  a  period 
of  three  years  after  the  date  of  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  the  final  Financial  Status  Re¬ 
port.  except  that  (1)  if  audit  findings 
have  not  been  reserved,  the  records  shall 
be  retained  beyond  the  three  year  period 
as  lomf  as  required  for  the  resolution  of 
the  issues  raised  by  the  audit;  and  (2) 
records  for  nonexpendable  property  ac¬ 
quired  with  Program  funds  shall  be  re¬ 
tained  for  three  years  after  the  final  dis¬ 
position  of  such  property. 

(b)  Each  State  agency  ahall  report  in¬ 
formation  on  the  use  of  Program  funds 
to  FNS  on  a  Financial  Status  Report 
form  provided  by  FNS.  Reports  shall  con- 
thme  to  be  submitted  cm  a  regular  basis 
after  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  to  which 
they  pertain  until  all  unpaid  obligations 
have  been  liquidated,  at  which  time  the 
report  reflecting  the  liquidation  of  all 
such  unpaid  obligations  should  be 
marked  “Final”  and  submission  discon¬ 
tinued  for  that  fiscal  year. 

(c)  Each  State  agency  shall  promptly 
investigate  complaints  received  or  Irreg- 
ulsulties  noted  In  connection  with  the 
operation  of  the  Program,  and  shall  take 
appropriate  action  to  correct  any  Irreg¬ 
ularities.  State  Agencies  shall  maintain 
on  file  evidence  on  such  investigations 
and  actions.  FNS  or  OI  shall  make  in¬ 
vestigations  at  the  request  of  the  State 
ag«icy  or  where  FNS  or  OI  determines 
investigations  are  appropriate. 

(d)  Each  State  agency  shall  release  to 
FNS  any  Federal  funds  made  availaUe 
to  it  under  the  Act  which  are  unobligated 
at  the  end  of  each  fiscal  year.  Release 
at  funds  by  the  State  agency  lOiaii  be 
made  as  soon  as  macticabte.  but  In  no 
event  later  tttan  SO  days  foQowIng  de¬ 


mand  by  FNSRO  and  shall  be  reflected 
by  a  related  adjustment  in  the  State 
agency’s  Letter  of  Credit 

(e)  Each  State  agency,  or  FNSRO 
where  iqipllcable,  shall: 

(1)  Provide  consultive,  technical,  and 
managerial  personnel  to  administer  the 
Program,  monitor  performance,  and 
measure  progress  toward  achieving  Pro¬ 
gram  goals,  as  specified  In  the  State  I^an 
of  Child  Nutrition  Operations  submitted 
In  accordance  with  section  11(e)(1)  of 
the  National  School  Lunch  Act  and 
i  210.4a  of  the  regulations  governing  the 
National  School  Lunch  Program  (7  CFR 
Part  210).  In  order  to  meet  the  mini¬ 
mum  criteria  for  approval,  the  portion 
of  the  State  Plan  which  deals  with  Pro¬ 
gram  assistance  shall  Include:  (i)  Objec¬ 
tives,  (11)  reasons  for  the  establishment 
of  the  objectives,  (111)  methods  to  be  used 
to  accomplish  the  objectives,  and  (iv) 
evaluation  methods  to  be  used  In  deter¬ 
mining  If  the  objectives  are  being  met. 

(2)  Visit  the  participating  schools  to 
ensure  compliance  with  this  Part  and 
with  the  Departmmt’s  nondiscrimina¬ 
tion  regulations  (Part  15  of  this  title) 
issued  tmder  title  VI  at  the  Civil  Rlgdits 
Act  of  1964. 

(3)  Maintain  documentation  oi  such 
assistance  on  file. 

(f)  Each  State  agency  shall  ade¬ 
quately  safeguard  all  Program  assets  and 
assure  that  they  are  used  for  authorized 
purposes. 

(g)  Bach  State  agency  shall  establish 
a  system  of  accounting  under  which 
School  Food  Authorities  shall  report  the 
lnfonnatl(m  required  in  this  part  to  en¬ 
able  the  State  agency,  or  FNSRO  where 
applicable,  to  administer  the  Program, 
monitor  performance,  and  measure  prog¬ 
ress  toward  Program  goals. 

(h)  Each  State  agency  shall  require 
compliance  by  School  Food  Authorities 
with  applicable  provisions  of  this  park 

§  230.  ‘  3  Qaima  agaiiMt  School  Fnadi 
Anthoritiea. 

(a)  State  agencies  shall  disallow  any 
portion  of  a  claim  and  recover  any  pay¬ 
ment  from  Program  funds  made  to  a 
School  Food  Authority  that  Is  not 

erly  payable  imder  this  part.  State  agen¬ 
cies  may  use  their  own  procedures  to 
disallow  claims  and  recover  overpay¬ 
ments  already  made. 

(b)  State  agencies  may  reter  any  ac¬ 
tion  they  propose  to  take  under  this 
section  to  CND,  through  FNSRO,  for 
determination. 

(c)  If  CND  does  not  concur  with  a 
State  agency’s  action  in  pasdng  a  claim, 
or  In  failing  to  collect  an  overpayment, 
CND  shall  assert  a  claim  against  the 
State  agency  for  the  amount  of  such 
claim  or  overpayment  In  all  such  cases, 
ttie  State  agency  shall  have  full  oppen-- 
tunlty  to  submit  to  CND  evldenoe  or 
information  concerning  the  actlcm  taken. 
If,  In  the  determination  of  CND,  the 
State  agency’s  action  was  unwarranted, 
the  State  agency  shall  promptly  pay. 
frmn  sources  other  than  Program  funds, 
to  FNS  the  amount  of  the  claim  or 
overpayment 

((6  Amounts  recovered  by  State  agen- 
eiee  from  School  Food  Authorltlee  may 


be  utilized,  first,  to  make  pajnnenlB  to 
School  Food  AuthcNltlcs  for  the  pvrpoee 
of  the  Program  during  the  fiscal  year 
for  which  the  funds  were  initially  avail¬ 
able,  and,  second,  to  repay  any  State 
fimds  in  excess  of  the  matching  require¬ 
ments  of  230.7  of  this  part  expended  in 
the  relmbiursement  of  claims  under  the 
Program  and  not  otherwise  repai(L  Any 
amoimts  recovered  which  are  not  so 
utilized  shall  be  returned  to  FNS  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of 
I  230.12(d). 

(e)  With  respect  to  School  Food  Au¬ 
thorities  of  schools  in  which  the  Pro¬ 
gram  is  administered  by  FNSRO,  when 
FNSRO  disallows  a  claim  or  a  portion  of 
a  claim,  or  makes  a  demand  for  refund 
of  an  alleged  overpayment  it  shall  notify 
the  School  Food  Authority  of  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  dlsallowanee  or  demand 
and  file  School  Food  Authority  shall 
have  full  opportunity  to  submit  evidence 
or  to  file  reclaims  for  any  amounts  dis¬ 
allowed  or  demanded  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner  as  that  afforded  to  School  Fo(xl  Au¬ 
thorities  of  schools  In  which  the  Pro¬ 
gram  is  administered  by  State  agencies. 

§  230.14  MaBagement  erahiatkMU  aaidi 
audits. 

(a)  Each  State  agency,  or  FNGOIO 
where  applicable,  shall  ix^de  for  au¬ 
dits  of  the  funds  and  operations  of  the 
Program  at  the  State  and  S(ho(d  Food 
Authority  levels  to  be  made  with  reti- 
s(mable  frequency,  but  beginning  in  fis¬ 
cal  year  1978,  not  less  frequently  than 
once  every  two  years.  The  audits  shall 
detehnlne  the  fiscal  integrity  of  finan¬ 
cial  transactions  and  reports,  and  the 
compliance  with  applicable  laws  and 
regulations  and  with  the  administrative 
requirements  set  forth  in  Attachment  Q 
of  Federal  Management  Circular  74-7 
(34  CFR  Part  256) .  Audits  may  be  made 
by  State  agoicy  internal  auditors,  by 
State  Auditors  General,  by  State  Con¬ 
trollers.  or  by  other  c(»nparable  State 
audit  groups,  or  by  Certifled  Public  Ac¬ 
counts  or  State  licensed  public  account¬ 
ants. 

(b)  Each  State  agency  shall  develop 
a  plan  for  the  conduct  of  audits  which 
Shan  be  Incorporated  Into  the  State  Plan 
of  Child  Nutrition  Operations  provided 
for  under  i  210.4a  of  the  National  School 
iJinch  Program  regulations.  The  plan 
shall:  (1)  State  the  frequency  of  audits 
of  State  agencies  and  School  Food  Au¬ 
thorities  and  delineate  the  positive  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  during  fiscal  year  1977 
to  achieve  audit  frequency  of  not  less 
than  once  every  two  years  by  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  fiscal  year  1978;  (2)  provide 
a  description  of  the  State  organization 
in  adequate  detail  to  demonstrate  the 
independence  of  the  audit  organisation; 
azMi  (3)  provide  a  systematic  method  to 
assure  timely  and  appropriate  resohitian 
of  audit  findings  and  recommendations. 

(c)  While  OA  ahall  rely  to  the  fullest 
.extent  feasible  upon  State  sponsored 
audits,  it  Shan,  whenever  considered  nec¬ 
essary,  (1)  make  audits  on  a  statewide 
basis,  (2)  perform  enHfite  test  aadits, 
and  <3)  review  audK  reports  and  related 
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working  papers  of  audits  performed  by 
or  for  State  agencies. 

(d)  Use  gf  audit  guides  available  from 
OA  is  encouraged.  When  these  guides 
are  utBised,  OA  will  coordinate  Its  audits 
with  State  spcmsored  audits  to  form  a 
network  of  intergovernmental  audit 
systems. 

(e)  Each  State  agency  shall  provide 
FN8  with  full  oiHxirtunlty  to  conduct 
management  evaluations  (Including 
visits  to  schools)  of  all  operations  of  the 
State  agency  imder  the  Program  and 
Shan  provide  OA  with  fuU  opportunity  to 
conduct  audits  (Including  visits  to 
schools)  of  all  operations  of  the  State 
agency  under  the  Program.  Eadb  State 
agency  shtril  make  available  its  records. 
Inchidtng  records  of  the  receipt  aind  ex¬ 
penditure  of  funds  under  the  Program, 
upon  a  reasMiable  request  by  FNS  or  OA. 
OA  ^aH  also  have  the  ri^t  to  make 
audits  of  the  records  and  operations  of 
any  School  Food  Authority. 

§  230.15  Procurement  standardis. 

(a)  This  section  provides  standards 
for  use  by  State  agencies  in  establishing 
procedures  for  the  procur^nent  of  sup¬ 
plies.  equipment,  and  services  with  Pro¬ 
gram  f imds  for  use  in  the  Program.  These 
standards  will  be  applicable  at  the  School 
Food  Authority  level  effective  October  1. 
1977.  Tkese  standards  are  furnished  to 
ensure  that  such  materials  and  services 
are  obtained  in  an  effective  manner  and 
in  comphazKM  with  the  provlsicms  of  ap- 
pUeable  Federal  law  and  Executive 
Orders.  State  agencies  or  School  Food 
AuthoWtles  may  use  their  own  procure¬ 
ment  regiilations  which  reflect  appli(»ble 
State  and  kx;al  laws,  rules,  and  regula¬ 
tions.  provided  that  procurement  adheres 
to  the  standards  set  forth  in  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

(b)  The  standards  contained  in  this 
section  do  not  relieve  the  State  agency 
or  School  Pood  Authority  of  the  respon¬ 
sibilities  arising  under  its  contracts.  The 
State  agency  or  School  Food  Authority 
is  the  reqionsible  authority  regarding  the 
settlement  and  satisfaction  of  all  c(m- 
traetual  and  administrative  Issues  aris¬ 
ing  out  of  prociumnents  entered  Into 
under  the  Program.  This  Includes,  but  is 
not  limited  to:  disputes,  claims,  protests 
of  award,  soiuce  evaluatkxi.  or  other 
matters  of  a  contractual  nature.  Mat¬ 
ters  con(^eming  violation  of  law  are  to 
be  referred  to  the  State  or  Federal  au¬ 
thority  that  has  proper  Jurisdiction. 

(c)  The  State  agency  or  School  Pood 
Authority  shall  maintain  a  code  or 
standard  of  c(mduct  which  shall  govern 
the  performance  of  its  officers,  em¬ 
ployees.  or  agents  in  contracting  with 
and  expending  Program  funds.  The 
State  agency’s  or  S(ffi(X)l  Food  Author¬ 
ity’s  officers,  employees,  or  ag^ts  shall 
neither  solicit  nor  accept  gratuities, 
favors,  or  anything  of  monetary  value 
from  cookraotors  or  potential  contrac- 
Uwa.  To  the  extent  p^mlssffile  under 
State  laws,  rules,  or  regulations,  such 
standards  shall  provide  for  appr(q?nate 
penalties,  sanctions,  or  other  disciplinary 
actions  to  be  apiflled  fox  Tlolattons  of 
such  standards  either  by  the  State 


agency’s  or  School  Fo(xl  Authority’s  offl- 
oers,  employees,  or  agents,  or  con¬ 
tractors  or  their  agents. 

(d)  All  procuranent  transactions  of 
the  State  agency  or  Scho(d  Food  Au¬ 
thority,  regardless  of  whether  nego¬ 
tiated  or  advertised  and  without  regard 
to  dollar  value,  shall  be  c(mducted  In  a 
manner  so  as  to  provide  maximum  <^>en 
and  free  ccunpetitlon.  The  State  agency 
or  School  F(X)d  Authority  should  be  alert 
to  organizational  conflicts  of  Interest  or 
noncompetitive  practices  among  (xm- 
tractors  which  may  restrict  or  eliminate 
competition  or  otherwise  restrain  trade. 

(e)  The  State  agency  or  School  Food 
Authority  shall  establish  procurement 
procedures  which  comply  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section. 

(f)  Proposed  procurement  actions 
shall  be  reviewed  by  appropriate  officials 
of  the  State  agency  or  Sch(x>l  Food  Au¬ 
thority  to  avoid  purchasing  unnecessary 
or  duplicative  items.  Where  appropriate, 
an  analysis  shall  be  made  of  lease  and 
purchase  alternatives  to  determine 
which  would  be  the  most  economical, 
practical  procurement. 

(g)  Invitations  for  bids  or  requests 
for  proposals  shstll  be  based  upon  a  clear 
and  accurate  description  of  the  technical 
requirements  for  the  material,  product, 
or  service  to  be  procured,  such  descrip¬ 
tion  shall  not.  in  competitive  procure¬ 
ments,  contain  features  which  imduly 
restrict  competition.  “Brand  name  or 
equal’’  descilptlon  may  be  used  as  a 
means  to  deflne  the  performance  or  other 
salient  requirements  of  a  procurement 
and.  when  so  used,  the  speclflc  features 
of  the  named  brand  which  must  be  met 
by  i^erors  should  be  clearly  specified. 

(h)  Positive  efforts  shall  be  made  by 
the  State  agency  or  School  Food  Au¬ 
thority  to  utilize  small  business  and 
minority-owned  business  sources  of  sup¬ 
plies  and  services.  Such  efforts  should 
allow  these  sources  the  maximum 
feasible  opportunity  to.  compete  for  pro¬ 
curements  to  be  made  wlfli  Program 
funds. 

(i)  The  type  of  procuring  instru¬ 
ments  used  (e.g.,  fixed-price  contracts, 
cost  reimbursable  contracts,  purchase 
orders.  Incentive  contracts,  etc.)  shall  be 
appropriate  for  the  particular  procure¬ 
ment  and  for  promoting  the  best  interest 
oi  the  Program.  The  “cost-plus-a-pcr- 
centage-of-(X)8t’’  meth(xl  of  contracting 
shall  not  be  used. 

(J)  Formal  advertising,  with  adequate 
purchase  xlescrlptlon,  sealed  bids,  and 
public  op^aings  shall  be  the  required 
method  of  procurement  unless  negotia¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  subparagraph  (4)  of  this 
paragraph  is  necessary  to  accomplish 
sound  procurement.  However,  procure¬ 
ments  of  $10,000  or  less  need  not  be  so 
advertised  unless  otherwise  required  by 
State  law  or  regulations.  When  fonnal 
advertising  is  employed: 

(1)  The  awards  shall  be  made  to  the 
responsible  bidder  whose  bid  is  ve^xm- 
sive  to  the  invitation  and  is  moot  advan¬ 
tageous  to  the  State  agenoy  or  8(!h<x>l 
Fo(xl  Authority,  price  and  other  factors 
considerecL  Factors  such  as  discounts, 
transportation  costs,  and  taxes  may  bo 
considered  in  determining  the  lowest  bkL 


(2)  Ihvltatlons  for  bids  shall  clearly 
set  forth  all  requlronents  which  the  bid- 
d/N  must  fulfill  In  order  for  his  bid  to 
be  evaluated  by  the  State  agency  or 
School  Food  Authority. 

(3)  Any  or  all  bids  may  be  rejected 
when  it  is  In  the  State  agency’s  or  School 
Food  Authority’s  Interest  to  do  so,  and 
such  rejections  are  in  accordance  with 
applicable  State  and  local  law,  rules,  and 
relations. 

(4)  Procurements  may  be  negotiated 
by  the  State  agency  or  School  Food  Au¬ 
thority  if  it  is  not  practicable  or  feasible 
to  use  formal  advertising.  Notwithstand¬ 
ing  the  existence  of  circumstances  Justi¬ 
fying  negotiations,  competition  shall  be 
obtained  to  the  maximum  extent  prac¬ 
ticable.  Generally,  procurements  may  be 
negotiated  if  one  or  more  of  the  following 
conditions  prevail: 

(1)  The  public  exigency  will  not  per¬ 
mit  the  delay  incident  to  advertising; 

(ii)  The  material  or  service  to  be  pro¬ 
cured  is  available  from  only  one  person 
or  firm;  all  contemplated  sole  source  pro- 
ciu-onents  where  the  aggregate  expendi¬ 
ture  is  expected  to  exceed  $5,000  shall  be 
referred  to  the  State  agency,  or  PN8RO 
where  applicable,  for  prior  approval; 

(ill)  The  aggregate  amount  involved 
does  not  exceed  $10,000; 

(iv)  TTie  contract  is  for  personal  or 
-professional  services,  or  for  any  service 
to  be  rendered  by  a  university,  college, 
or  other  educational  Institution; 

(v)  No  acceptable  bids  have  been  re¬ 
ceived  after  formal  advertising; 

(vi)  The  purchases  are  for  materials 
or  services  where  the  prices  are  estab¬ 
lished  by  law,  for  technical  It^ns  or 
equipment  requiring  standardization  and 
interchangeability  of  parts  with  existing 
equipment,  for  experimental,  develop¬ 
ment  or  research  work,  for  supplies 
pufcnased  for  authorized  resale,  and  for 
technical  or  specialized  supplies  requir¬ 
ing  substantial  initial  Inveifjment  for 
manufacture;  or 

(vli)  Negotiation  is  otherwise  author¬ 
ized  by  law,  rules,  or  regulations. 

(k)  Contracts  shall  be  made  by  State 
agencies  or  School  Food  Authorities  only 
with  responsible  contractors  who  possess 
the  potential  ability  to  perform  success¬ 
fully  (mder  the  tenns  and  conditions  of 
a  proposed  procurement.  Consideration 
shall  be  given  to  such  matters  as  con¬ 
tractor  Integrity,  record  of  past  perform¬ 
ance,  financial  and  technical  resouvces, 
and  accessibility  to  other  necessary 
resources. 

(l)  The  procurement  records  or  files 
of  State  agencies  or  School  Food  Author- 
lUes  for  negotiated  purchases  in  simounts 
In  excess  of  $10,000  shall  provide  at  least 
the  following  pertinent  information:  (1) 
Justification  for  the  use  of  negotiation  in 
lieu  of  advertising,  (2)  contractor  selec¬ 
tion,  (3)  the  basis  for  the  cost  or  price 
negotiated. 

(m)  A  syston  for  contract  administra¬ 
tion  shall  be  maintained  by  the  State 
agen(^  or  School  Food  Authority  to  as¬ 
sure  contraetor  comidlanee  with  tmns, 
C(mditions,  and  speclfleatiMis  of  the  con- 
tnx^t  or  order,  and  to  assure  adequate 
and  timely  follow-up  oi  aD  purohases. 
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(n)  The  State  agency  or  School  Food 
Authority  shall  include  provisions  to  de¬ 
fine  a  sound  and  complete  agreement  in 
all  contracts  which  it  awards  when  the 
contract  costs  are  to  be  borne  by  Pro* 
gram  funds. 

(o)  In  awarding  contracts  the  State 
agency  or  School  Food  Authority  must 
comply  with  the  following  requirements: 

(1)  The  State  agency’s  or  School  Food 
Authority’s  contract  shall  contain  con* 
tractual  provisions  or  oonditicms  which 
will  allow  for  administrative,  contrac¬ 
tual,  or  legal  remedies  in  Instances  where 
contractors  violate  or  breach  contract 
terms,  and  shall  provide  for  such  sanc¬ 
tions  and  penalties  as  may  be  appro¬ 
priate. 

(2)  All  contracts  awarded  by  State 
agencies  or  School  Food  Authorities  in 
excess  of  $10,000  shall  contain  suitable 
provisions  for  termination  by  the  State 
agency  or -School  Food  Authority  includ¬ 
ing  the  manner  by  which  it  will  be  ef¬ 
fected  and  the  basis  for  settlement.  In 
addition,  such  contracts  riiall  set  forth 
the  conditions  under  which  the  contract 
may  be  terminated  for  default  as  well  as 
conditions  where  the  contract  may  be 
terminated  because  of  circumstances 
beyond  the  control  of  the  contractor. 

(3)  Where  ai^licable,  all  contracts 
awarded  by  State  agencies  or  School 
Food  Authorities  in  excess  of  $2,500 
which  involve  the  employment  of  me¬ 
chanics  of  laborers  shall  Include  a  pro¬ 
vision  for  compliance  with  section  103  of 
the  Contract  Work  Hours  and  Safety 
Standards  Act  (40  U.8.C.  327-330)  as 
supplemented  by  Department  of  Labor 
regulations  (29  CTR  Part  S) .  Under  sec- 
tkm  103  of  the  Contract  Work  Homs  and 
Safety  Standards  Act,  each  contractor 
shall  be  required  to  compute  the  wages  of 
evety  mechanic  and  laborer  on  the  basis 
of  a  standard  workday  of  8  hours  and  a 
standard  workweek  of  40  hours.  Work  in 
excess  of  the  standard  workday  or  work¬ 
week  is  permissible  provided  that  the 
worker  is  compensated  at  a  rate  of  not 
less  than  1  Vt  times  the  basic  rate  of  pay 
for  all  hours  worked  m  excess  of  8  hours 
in  any  calendar  day  or  40  hours  in  the 
workweek.  ’These  requirements  do  not 
iqiply  to  the  purchase  of  supplies  or  ma¬ 
terials  m  articles  ordinarily  available  on 
the  open  market  or  contracts  for  trans¬ 
portation. 

(4)  Contracts  awarded  by  State  agen¬ 
cies  or  School  Food  Authorities,  the 
principal  purpose  of  which  is  to  create, 
develop,  or  improve  products,  processes, 
or  methods,  or  for  exploration  into  fields 
which  directly  concem  public  health, 
safety,  or  welfare,  or  contracts  in  the 
field  of  science  or  tedtnology  in  which 
there  has  been  little  significant  experi¬ 
ence  outside  of  work  funded  by  Federal 
assistance,  shall  contain  a  notice  to  the 
effect  that  matters  regarding  rights  to 
inventions,  and  materials  generated 
imder  the  contract  or  agreement  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  regulations  issued  by  the  X>e- 
partment.  The  contractor  shall  be  ad¬ 
vised  as  to  the  source  of  additional 
lifformatlon  regarding  these  matters. 

<5)  All  negotiated  contracts  (except 
those  of  $10,000  or  less)  awarded  by 


State  agencies  or  School  Food  Authori¬ 
ties  shall  include  a  provision  to  the  effect 
that  the  State  agency  or  School  Pood 
Authority,  the  Department,  the  Comp¬ 
troller  O^eral  of  the  United  States,  or 
any  of  their  duly  authorized  representa¬ 
tives,  shall  have  access  to  any  books, 
docvunents,  papers,  and  records  of  the 
contractor  which  are  directly  pertinent 
to  the  Program  for  the  purpose  of  mak¬ 
ing  audit,  examination,  excerpts,  and 
transcriptions. 

(6)  Contracts  in  excess  of  $100,000 
shall  contain  a  provision  which  requires 
compliance  with  all  applicable  standards, 
orders,  or  regulations  Issued  pursuant  to 
the  Clean  Air  Act  of  1970,  as  amended 
(42  U.S.C.  1857b  et  seq.) .  Suspected  vio¬ 
lations  shall  be  reported  by  the  State 
agency  or  School  Pood  Authority  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Regional  OfiBce  of  the  United 
States  Environmental  Protection  Ag^cy, 
with  a  copy  to  the  Department. 

(p)  State  agencies  or  Scho<d  Pood  Au¬ 
thorities  shall  observe  their  regular  re¬ 
quirements  and  practices  with  respect  to 
bonding  and  insurance. 

§  230.16  Properly  management  require¬ 
ments. 

(a)  General  purpose  and  scope.  This 
section  prescribe  policies  and  procedures 
governing  title,  use,  and  disposition  of 
personal  property  obtained  by  a  State 
agency  for  eligible  schools,  whose  cost 
was  borne  in  whole  or  in  part  with  Pro¬ 
gram  funds.  This  section  applies  when 
the  State  agency  is  acting  in  the  capacity 
of  a  School  Food  Authority,  and  when 
the  property  is  obtained  for  use  in  the 
food  service  operation  in  schools  partici¬ 
pating  in  any  Program  authorized  under 
the  National  School  Lunch  Act  or  Child 
Nutrition  Act.  The  School  Food  Authori¬ 
ties  of  schools  which  are  private  and 
nonprofit  shall  follow  the  requirements 
of  paragraph  (b)  (4)  of  this  section. 
Other  School  Food  Authorities  shall  fol¬ 
low  applicable  procedures  ccmtalned 
herein  l^lnning  October  1,  1977.  State 
agencies  and  School  Fcxxl  Authorittes 
may  follow  their  own  property  manage¬ 
ment  policies  and  procedimes  provided 
they  observe  the  requlrem^te  of  this 
section. 

(b)  Nonexpendable  personal  property. 
’Die  following  requirements  shall  be  ob¬ 
served  in  the  acquisition,  use,  and  dis¬ 
position  of  nonexpendable  personal  prop¬ 
erty: 

(1)  Title.  When  nonexpendable  per¬ 
sonal  property  is  acquired  by  a  State 
agency  or  by  a  School  Food  Authority,  in 
whole  or  in  part  with  Program  funds, 
title  shall  be  vested  In  the  State  agency 
or  School  Fo(xl  Authority,  as  applicabte. 

(2)  Use.  Tlie  State  agency  or  School 
Food  Authority  shall  retain  such  prop¬ 
erty  in  the  Program  as  kmg  as  there  is 
a  need  for  such  property  to  accomplish 
the  purpose  of  the  Program. 

(3)  Disposition — Public  school  prop¬ 
erty.  When  there  is  no  longer  a  need  for 
such  property  to  accomplish  the  purpose 
of  the  program  for  which  It  was  acqtiired, 
the  State  agency  or  School  Food  Au¬ 
thority  shall  use  the  mnpefty  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  any  Federal  program  It  adndn- 


Isteis.  Priority  shall  be  given  to  Federal 
programs  administered  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  over  the  programs  administered  by 
other  Federal  agencies.  Approval  tram. 
the  DeparUnent  or  State  agency,  as  ap¬ 
plicable,  must  be  obtained  by  the  State 
agency  or  the  School  Food  Authority 
prior  to  using  equipment  acquired  with 
Program  funds  for  programs  of  other 
Federal  agencies.  When  the  State  agency 
or  School  Food  Authority  no  longer  has 
need  for  such  property  in  any  of  its  fed¬ 
erally  assisted  programs,  the  property 
may  be  used  for  the  State  agency’s  or 
School  Food  Authority’s  own  official  ac¬ 
tivities.  In  such  situations,  the  State 
agency  or  School  Food  Authority  may 
use  the  property  without  reimbursement 
to  the  Department  or  State  agency,  as 
applicable,  or  s^  the  property  and  re¬ 
tain  the  proceeds  if  the  property  had  an 
acquisition  cost  of  less  than  $500  per  tmit 
and  has  been  used  4  years  or  more,  m 
the  case  of  ottier  property,  the  State 
agency  or  School  Pood  Authority  may  re¬ 
tain  the  pnverty  for  its  own  use.  Pro¬ 
vided,  TTiat  a  fair  coiiu)aisation  is  made 
to  the  Department  or  State  agency,  as 
applicable,  for  the  FedotU  share  of  the 
property.  The  amount  of  compensation 
shall  be  computed  by  applying  the  per¬ 
centage  of  Federal  participation  in  the 
cost  of  the  property  to  the  current  fair 
market  value  of  the  property.  If  the  State 
agency  or  School  Food  Authority  has  no 
need  for  the  property,  disposition  shall  bo 
made  as  follows: 

(i)  Except  for  property  having  an  ac¬ 
quisition  cost  of  less  than  $500  per  unit 
which  has  been  used  for  4  years  or  more, 
the  State  agency  or  School  Food  Author¬ 
ity  shall  sell  property  having  an  acquisi¬ 
tion  cost  of  $1,000  or  le»  per  unit  and 
r^mburse  the  Department  or  State 
ag^cy,  as  applicable,  in  accordance 
with  stffidivislon  (11)  of  this  paragraph. 

(11)  If  the  property  had  an  acquisition 
cost  of  over  $1,000  per  unit,  the  State 
agency  or  School  Food  Authority  shall 
request  disposition  Instructions  from  the 
Department  or  State  agency,  as  appli¬ 
cable.  If  the  Department  or  State 
agency,  as  applicable,  has  no  need  for 
the  property,  the  availability  of  the  prop¬ 
erty  shall  be  reported  to  the  General 
Services  Administration  by  the  Depart 
ment  to  determine  whether  a  require¬ 
ment  for  the  proixrety  exists  In  other 
Federal  programs.  The  Department  or 
State  agency,  as  applicable,  will  issue  in¬ 
structions  to  the  State  agency  or  Schotd 
Fo(m1  Author!^  within  120  days  following 
the  receipt  of  the  request.  If  the  State 
agency  or  School  Food  Authority  is  in¬ 
structed  to  ship  the  property  elsewhere, 
the  State  agency  or  School  Food  Author¬ 
ity  shall  be  reimbursed  by  the  Depart- 
mentor  State  agency,  as  iqipUcable,  with 
an  amount  which  is  computed  by  apply¬ 
ing  the  percentage  of  the  State  agency's 
or  School  Food  Authority's  participation 
in  the  cost  of  the  property  to  the  current 
fair  market  value  of  the  propeoty,  phis 
any  shipping  or  interim  storage  costs  in¬ 
curred.  If  the  State  agency  or  School 
Food  Authority  Is  Instructed  to  otherwise 
dispose  of  the  property,  the  State  agency 
or  School  Food  Authority  will  be  relin- , 
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bursed  by  the  Department  or  State 
agency,  as  applicable,  for  the  costs  In¬ 
curred  In  the  disposition.  If  disposition  ■ 
instructions  are  not  Issued  within  120 
days  after  reportbig.  the  State  agency 
or  School  Food  Authority  shall  sell  the 
property  and  reimburse  the  Department 
or  State  agency,  as  applicable,  an  amount 
which  is  computed  by  applying  the  per¬ 
centage  of  Federal  participation  in  the 
cost  of  the  property  to  the  sales  proceeds. 
Further,  the  State  agency  or  School 
Food  Authority  may  be  permitted  to  re¬ 
tain  $100  or  10  percent  of  the  proceeds, 
whichever  is  greater,  for  the  State 
agency’s  or  School  Pood  Authority’s  sell¬ 
ing  and  handling  expenses. 

(iii)  When  the  Department  or  State 
agency,  as  applicable,  determines  that 
nonexpendable  personal  property  with  an 
acquisition  cost  of  $1,000  or  more  and 
financed  solely  with  Program  funds  is 
unique,  or  difficult  or  costly  to  replace, 
the  Department  or  State  agency,  as  ap¬ 
plicable,  may  reserve  the  right  to  require 
the  State  agency  or  School  Food  Author¬ 
ity  to  transfer  title  to  the  property  to  the 
Department  or  State  agency,  as  appli¬ 
cable,  m  to  a  third  party  subject  to  the 
following  provisions : 

(A)  The  right  to  require  the  transfer 
of  title  may  be  reserved  only  by  means 
of  an  express  special  condition  in  the 
grant  or  contract,  or,  if  approval  for  the 
acquisition  of  the  property  Is  given  after 
the  grant  Is  awarded,  by  means  of  a  writ¬ 
ten  stipulation  at  the  time  the  approval 
is  given. 

<B)  The  property  shall  be  appropri¬ 
ately  identified  in  the  award  document 
or  otherwise  made  known  to  the  State 
agency,  or  FNSBO  where  applicable.  ^ 

(C)  The  Department  or  State  agency, 
as  applicable,  shall  not  exercise  this  right 
until  the  State  agency  or  School  Food 
Authority  no  longer  needs  the  property 
in  the  program  for  which  it  was  acquired. 
That  need  will  be  deemed  to  end  on  the 
date  of  completion  or  termination  of  such 
program  unless  the  State  agency  or 
School  Food  Authority  continues  to  con¬ 
duct  a  school  food  service  after  that  date 
and  demonstrates  to  the  Department  or 
State  agency,  as  explicable,  a  continued 
need  for  the  properly  in  its  school  food 
service. 

(D)  The  Depcurtment  or  State  agency, 
as  applicable,  shall  Issue  disposition  in¬ 
structions  within  120  days  after  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  need  for  the  property.  If 
Instructions  ore  not  Issued  within  such 
120-day  period,  the  Department’s  or 
State  agency’s  light  shall  lapse,  and  the 
State  agency  or  School  Food  Authmity 
shall  apply  the  explicable  standards 
contained  in  paragraphs  (b)  (3)  (1)  and 

(b)  (3)  (ii)  of  this  section. 

(E)  The  State  agency  or  School  Food 
Authority  shall  be  «itltled  to  reimburse¬ 
ment  for  any  shipping  and  Interim  stor¬ 
age  costs  it  Incurs  pursuant  to  the  De¬ 
partment’s  or  State  agency’s  disposition 
instructUms. 

(4)  Disposition — Private  school  prop¬ 
erty.  When  there  Is  no  longer  a  need  for 
personal  property  to  aooompllsh  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  program  for  which  It  was  ac¬ 
quired,  a  School  Food  Authority  of  a 


private  and  nonprofit  school  shall  trans¬ 
fer  It  with  the  ixproval  of  the  State 
agency  or  FNSRO,  where  applicable,  to 
another  School  Food  Authority  of  a  pri¬ 
vate  and  nonprofit  scho(d  participating 
in  any  program  authorized  by  the  Child 
Nutrition  Act  of  1966,  as  amended,  or  the 
National  School  Lunch  Act.  or  to  any 
other  school  participating  in  any  of  the 
programs  au^orized  by  such  Acts.  Fail¬ 
ing  either  of  these  dispositions,  that  part 
of  such  equipment  financed  with  Federal 
funds,  or  the  residual  value  thereof,  shall 
revert  to  the  United  States.  Such  rever¬ 
sion  shall  be  effected  in  accordance  with 
instructions  from  the  State  i^ency,  or 
FNSRO  where  applicable. 

(5)  Property  management  standards. 
State  agency  or  School  Food  Authority 
property  ^nagement  standards  for 
nonexpendable  personal  property  shall 
also  include  the  following  procedural  re¬ 
quirements: 

(i)  Property  records  shall  be  main¬ 
tained  accurately  and  shall  provide  for: 
(A)  A  description  of  the  property;  (B) 
manufacturer’s  serial  number  or  other 
identification  number;  (C)  acquisition 
date  and  cost;  (D)  source  of  the  prop¬ 
erty;  (E)  percentage  of  Program  funds 
used  in  the  purchase  of  the  property;  (F) 
location,  use,  and  condition  of  the  prop¬ 
erty;  and  (G)  ultimate  disposition  data 
including  sales  price  or  the  method  used 
to  determine  current  fair  maiicet  value 
if  the  State  agency  or  School  Food  Au¬ 
thority  reimburses  the  Department  or 
State  agency,  as  appUcable,  for  its  share. 

(ii)  A  physical  Inventory  of  pr(xerty 
shall  be  taken  and  the  results  reconciled 
with  the  property  records  at  least  once 
every  2  years  to  verify  the  existence,  cur¬ 
rent  utilization,  and  continued  need  for 
the  property. 

(iii)  A  control  system  slrall  be  in  effect 
to  ensure  adequate  safeguards  to  prevent 
loss,  damage,  or  the  theft  of  the  property. 
Any  loqs,  damage,  or  the  theft  of  non¬ 
expendable  property  shall  be  Investigat¬ 
ed  and  fully  documentecL  The  State 
agency  or  School  Fo(xl  Authority  shall  be 
responsible  for  replacing  or  repairing 
(with  funds  of  such  State  agency  or 
School  Food  Authority)  pr(x^y  which 
is  lost,  damaged,  or  stolen  due  to  the 
negligence  of  the  State  agency  or  School 
Food  Authority. 

(Iv)  Adequate  maintenance  prooe- 
dtu^,  recommended  by  the  manufac¬ 
turer,  shall  be  implemented  to  keep  the 
prepay  in  good  condition. 

(V)  Proper  sales  procedures  shall  be 
established  tor  mmeeded  property  which 
would  provide  for  conxetitlon  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  practicable  and  result  in  the  highest 
possible  return. 

(c)  Expendable  personal  property.  The 
State  agency  or  Scho^  Food  Authority 
may  at  Its  (xtion  either  retain  or  sell 
Items  of  expendable  personal  property, 
not  acquired  for  private  and  nonprofit 
school  use.  when  no  Icmger  needed  for 
any  federally  sp<msored  activity  (includ¬ 
ing  activities  sponsored  by  other  Federal 
agencies) .  Expendable  pmonal  property 
ac<pilred  for  private  and  nonxrofit 
echO(ds  Shan  be  disposed  cf  In  accord¬ 


ance  with  the  provisions  of  paragnxh 
(b)(4)  of  this  section.  For  expendable 
personal  property  acquired  for  piiblic 
schools,  compensation  to  the  Departoent 
or  State  agency,  as  applicable,  is  required 
if  the  aggregate  fair  market  value  of  all 
of  those  Items  acquired  under  the  grant 
or  contract  exceeds  $500  when  no  longer 
needed  for  any  federally  sponsored  activ¬ 
ity.  *1116  amoimt  of  compensation  shall  be 
computed  by  applying  the  percentage  of 
Federal  participation  in  the  cost  of  the 
original  property  to  the  current  fair 
market  value  of  items  retained  tmd  to  the 
sales  proceeds  of  items  sold. 

( d )  Intangible  personal  property —  ( 1 ) 
Patents  and  inventions.  If  any  Program 
activity  produces  patents,  patent  rights, 
processes  or  inventions  in  the  course  jof 
work  aided  by  the  Department,  such  fact 
shall  be  promptly  and  fully  reported  to 
the  Department  or  State  agency,  as  ap¬ 
plicable.  Unless  there  is  prior  agreement 
between  the  State  agency  and  the  De¬ 
partment  on  disposition  of  such  Items, 
the  D^artment  shall  determine  whether 
protection  of  such  invention  or  discovery 
will  be  sought  and  how  the  rights  In  the 
Invention  or  discovery — ^including  rights 
imder  any  patent  issued  thereon— shall 
be  disposed  of  and  administered  In  coder 
to  protect  the  public  Interest  constetent 
with  “Government  Patent  Policy’’  (Pres¬ 
ident’s  Memorandum  for  Heads  of  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Departments  and  Agencies,  Au¬ 
gust  23,  1971),  and  “Statonent  oi  Gov¬ 
ernment  Patent  Policy’’  (36  FH  16889). 

(2)  Copyrights.  When  a  Program 
activity  results  in  a  book  or  other  copy¬ 
rightable  material,  the  author  or  State 
agency  or  School  Food  Authority  is  free 
to  copyright  the  work,  but  the  D^iart- 
ment  reserves  a  royalty-free,  nonexclu¬ 
sive  and  Irrevocable  license  to  reproduce, 
publish,  or  otherwise  use  and  to  author¬ 
ize  others  to  use  the  work  for  government 
purposes. 

(e)  Publications.  Any  publication  or 
presentation  resulting  from  or  primarily 
related  to  Federal  financial  assistance 
shall  contain  the  following  acknowledge¬ 
ment:  The  activity  which  is  the  subject 
of  this  report  was  supported  In  whole  or 
in  part  by  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  Food  and  Nutrition  Service. 
However,  the  opinions  expressed  herein 
do  not  necessarily  reflect  the  position  or 
policy  of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  and  no  official  endorsement  by 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
should  be  inferred. 

§  230.17  Prohibitions. 

(a)  In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
this  part,  neither  the  Department  nor  the 
State  shall  impose  any  requirements  with 
respect  to  teaching  personnel,  corricu- 
liun,  instructions,  methods  of  Instrue- 
tlcm.  and  materials  of  instruction  In  any 
school  as  a  condition  for  participation  In 
the  Program. 

(b)  The  value  of  assistance  to  children 
under  the  Program  shall  not  be  consid¬ 
ered  to  be  income  or  resources  for  any 
purposes  imder  any  Federal  or  State 
laws.  Including,  but  not  limited  to,  laws 
relating  to  taxation,  w^are,  and  pidD- 
Ue  assistance  pn^uwns. 
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§  230.18  Other  provisions. 

(a)  General.  Grant  closeout  proce¬ 
dures  for  the  Program  shall  be  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Attachment  L  of  Federal 
Management  Circular  74-7  of  (34  CPR 
Part  256) . 

(b)  Termination  for  cause.  FNS  may 
terminate  a  State  agency’s  or  School 
Food  Authority’s  participation  in  the 
Program,  'in  whole  or  in  part,  when¬ 
ever  it  is  determined  that  the  State 
agency  or  School  Pood  Authority  has 
failed  to  comply  with  the  conditions  of 
the  Program.  FNS  shall  promptly  notify 
the  State  agency  or  School  Pood  Author¬ 
ity  in  writing  of  the  termination  and  the 

'reasons  for  the  termination,  together 
with  the  effective  date.  When  the  Pro¬ 
gram  has  been  terminated  for  cause,  any 
payments  made  to  the  State  agency  or 
School  Food  Authority  or  any  recoveries 
by  PNS  from  the  State  agency  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  the  legal  rights  and 
liabilities  of  the  parties. 

(c)  Termination  for  convenience.  FNS 
or  the  State  agency  may  terminate  a 
State  agency’s  or  School  Pood  Authority’s 
participation  in  the  Program,  in  whole 

'  or  in  part,  when  both  parties  agree  that 
the  continuation  of  the  Program  would 
not  produce  beneficial  results  commen¬ 
surate  with  the  further  expenditure  of 
funds.  The  two  parties  shall  agree  upon 
the  termination  conditions.  Including  the 
effective  date  and,  in  the  case  of  partial 
termination,  the  portion  to  be  termina¬ 
ted.  The  State  agency  or  School  PV>od 
Authority  shall  not  incur  new  obliga¬ 
tions  for  the  terminated  portion  after 
the  effective  date,  and  shall  cancel  as 
many  outstanding  obligations  as  possible. 
FNS  shall  allow  full  credit  to  the  State 
agency  or  School  Food  Authority  for  the 
Federal  share  of  noncancellable  obliga¬ 
tions  properly  incurred  by  the  State 
agency  or  School  Pood  Authority  prior 
to  termination. 

(d)  State  requirements.  Nothing  con¬ 
tained  in  this  part  shall  prevent  the  State 
agency  from  imposing  additional  re- 

.  quirements  for  participation  in  the  Pro¬ 
gram  which  are  not  inconsistent  with 
the  provisions  of  this  part. 

§  230.19  Program  information. 

School  Food  Authorities  desiring  in- 
formatimi  concerning  the  Program 
should  write  to  their  State  agency  or  to 
the  appropriate  Food  and  Nutrition 
Service  Regional  Office,  as  indicated 
below : 

(a)  In  the  States  of  Delaware,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  Maryland,  New  Jersey^ 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Puerto  Rico, 
Virginia,  Virgin  Islands,  and  West 
Virginia;  Mid-Atlantic  Regional  Office, 
PNS,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  729 
Alexander  Road,  E*rlnceton,  New  Jersey 
08540. 

(b)  In  the  States  of  Connecticut, 
Maine,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont:  New  Eng¬ 
land  Regional  Office,  FNS,  n.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture.  34  TTilrd  Avenue, 
Burlington,  Massachusetts  01803. 


(c)  In  the  States  of  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennes¬ 
see:  Southeast  Regional  Office,  FNS,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  1100  Spring 
Street,  l^W.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30309, 

(d)  In  the  States  of  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin; 
Midwest  Regional  Office,  PNS,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  536  South 
Clark  Street,  CJhicago,  Illinois  60605. 

(e)  In  the  States  of  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Louisiana,  Montana,  New  Mexico, 
North  Dakota,  OklahcHua,  South  Dakota, 
Texas,  Utah,  and  Wyoming:  West-Cen¬ 
tral  Regional  Office,  PNS,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  1100  Commerce 
Street,  Room  5-C-30,  Dallas,  Texas  75242. 

(f)  In  the  States  of  Alaska,  American 
Samoa,  Arizona,  'Jalifomia,  Guam, 
Hawaii,  Idaho,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Trust 
Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands,  and 
Washington;  Western  Regional  Office, 
FNS,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  550 
Kearny  Street,  Roopi  400,  San  Francisco, 
California  94108. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.554  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

Note. — ^The  reporting  and/or  recordkeep¬ 
ing  requirements  contained  herein  have  been 
approved  by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  in  accordance  with  the  Federal  Re¬ 
ports  Act  of  1942. 

Effective  date:  This  part  shall  become 
effective  on  August  24, 1976. 

Dated:  August  20,  1976.  ^ 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-24933  Filed 8-23-76:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  III— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT 

HEALTH  INSPECTION  SERVICE,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  354 — OVERTIME  SERVICES 
RELATING  TO  IMPORTS  AND  EXPORTS 

Commuted  Traveltime  Allowances 

e  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  is  to  publish  commuted  traveltime 
established  for  agricultural  inspection 
service.  • 

This  amendment  establishes  com¬ 
muted  traveltime  periods  as  nearly  as 
may  be  practicable  to  cover  the  time 
necessarily  spent  in  reporting  to  and  re¬ 
turning  from  the  place  at  which  an  em¬ 
ployee  of  the  Plant  Protection  and  Quar¬ 
antine  Programs  performs  overtime  or 
holiday  duty  when  such  travel  is  per¬ 
formed  solely  on  account  of  such  over¬ 
time  or  holffiay  duty.  Such  establishment 
depends  upon  facts  within  the  knowledge 
of  the  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspec¬ 
tion  Service. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
conferred  upon  the  Deputy  Administra¬ 
tor,  Plant  Protection  and  Quarantine 
Programs,  by  7  CPR  354,1  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  concerning  overtime  services  relat¬ 
ing  to  imports  and  exports,  the  admin¬ 
istrative  instructions  appearing  at  7  CFR 
354.2,  as  amended,  February  10,  1976  (41 


PR  5804),  and  May  18,  1976  (41  PR 
20389) ,  prescribing  the  commuted  travel¬ 
time  that  shall  be  Included  in  each  pe¬ 
riod  of  overtime  or  holiday  duty  are 
further  amended  by  adding  (in  appropri¬ 
ate  alphabetical  sequence)  or  deleting 
the  information  as  shown  below: 

The  table  in  S  354.2  is  amended  as 
follows 

§  354.2  [.Amended] 

Deleted  the  following  entries: 

Commuted  traveltime  allotcances 


[In  hours] 


Location  covered 

•  • 

Served  from— 

Metropolitan  area 

Within  Outside 

0  e 

• 

• 

• 

Alabama; 

Mobile . 

Delaware: 

1 

S 

Louisiana; 

Baton  Rouge . . 

Baton  Rouge. 

1 

2 

2 

Port  Ailen.. . 

Pennsylvania: 

Greater  Pittsburgh 
International 
Airport. 

Do.. . 

. do _ 

MeadvUle _ 

Pittsburgh.... 

1 

3 

4 

•  • 

• 

• 

• 

Add  the  following  entries : 


Commuted  traveltime  allotcances 
[lu  hours] 


Metropolitan  area 

Location  covered  Served  - 

from—  Within  Outside 


Alabama: 

Mobile . Mobile. 

Delaware:  / 

Claymont . Dover. 

Delaware  City . do.. 


ton  Airport. 

. do . 

Indiana: 

Mt.  Vernon . 

Huntingburg . 

Louisiana; 

Baton  Rouge  (in- 

Baton  Rouge.. 

2  . 

eluding  Port 
Allen). 

Maryland: 

Salisbury . 

. do. . 

Montana; 

Great  Falls  Inter- 

Great  Falls... 

1  . 

national  Airport. 
Pennsylvania: 

Greater  Pittsburgh 

Meadville . 

International 

Airport. 

Do . . . 

Pittsburgh..., 

Tennessee: 

•  • 

Miss. 

•  • 

(64  Stat.  561;  (7  UB.0. 2260) .) 

It  is  to  the  benefit  of  the  public  that 
this  instruction  be  made  effective  at  the 
earliest  practicable  date.  Accordingly,  it 
is  foimd  upon  good  cause,  under  Uie  ad¬ 
ministrative  procedure  provisions  of  5 
UJS.C.  553,  that  notice  and  other  pub¬ 
lic  procedure  with  respect  to  the  forego¬ 
ing  amendment  are  impracticable  and 
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unnecessary  and  good  cause  Is  found  for 
making  it  effective  less  than  30  di^s  after 
publication  in  the  Feocral  Begisteil 

Effective  date:  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  August  24, 
1976. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  17th 
day  of  August,  1976. 

T.  G.  Darling, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Plant  Protection  and  Quar¬ 
antine  Programs.  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Serv¬ 
ice. 

[FR  Doc.76-24677  FUed  8-23-76;  8: 45  am] 


CHAPTER  VII— AGRICULTURAL  STABILI¬ 
ZATION  AND  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

(AGRICULTURAL  ADJUSTMENT),  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENT 

[Amendment  3] 

PART  728— WHEAT 

Wheat  Program  for  Crop  Years  1975-1977 

The  following  changes,  effective  for 
1976-1977,  are  being  made  in  the  regu¬ 
lations  governing  the  Wheat  Program 
for  Crop  Years  1975-1977. 

1.  The  wheat  marketing  year  is 
changed  to  June  1-May  31. 

2.  Form  580  Is  obsolete  for  1976  and 
subsequent  years.  When  necessary,  acre¬ 
age  will  be  reported  on  Form  578  and 
reports  of  production  and  disposition 
will  be  obtained  on  Form  575-1  and  on 
Form  658.  Prevented  planting  will  be  re¬ 
ported  on  Form  574-1  instead  of  on  Form 
574. 

3.  Established  yields  may  be  adjusted 
to  reflect  a  temporary  change  in  the  cur¬ 
rent  year  yield  when  there  is  a  chemge 
in  the  number  of  acres  irrigated  within 
the  disaster  allotment. 

4.  Wheat  acreage  designated  for  non¬ 
grain  use  in  accordance  with  instruc¬ 
tions  issued  by  the  Deputy  Administrator 
will  be  disregarded  for  low  yield  payment 
purposes. 

5.  The  production  charged  to  wheat 
acreage  for  which  production  cannot  be 
determined  may  be  equal'to  or  less  than 
the  established  yield. 

6.  Disaster  payments  shall  not  dupli¬ 
cate  returns  guaranteed  by  an  agree¬ 
ment  with  a  seed  c(Hnpany  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  seed. 

Pursuant  to  section  107  of  the  Agricul¬ 
ture  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  by  the 
Agriculture  and  Consumer  Protection 
Act  of  1973,  and  section  301(b)  (7)  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  7  CFR  Part  728  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  Section  728.2  is  amended  by  adding 
paragraph  (J)  as  follows: 

§  728.2  Definitions. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(j)  “Wheat  Marketing  Year”  means 
the  period  beginning  June  1  and  ending 
May  31. 

2.  Sectitm  728.9  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  last  sentence  of  paragr^h  (b) 
and  paragraph  (c)  to  read  as  follows: 


§  728.9  Farm  yidds. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  *  *  *  Ihe  operator  or  other  af¬ 
fected  producer  shall  r^iort  current  year 
wheat  acreage  by  filing  a  Report  (ff 
Acreage  and  Field  Determlnaticm 
(herein  called  “Form  578”)  if  the  fore¬ 
going  provisions  are  to  apply  to  any  pro¬ 
gram  year  for  which  the  five-year  period 
includes  the  current  year. 

(c)  Yield  adjustment.  FV)r  the  purpose 
of  determining  eligibility  for  and  amount 
of  low  yield  payment  as  provided  in 
S  728.17(b),  the  ^eld  established  under 
paragnqihs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section 
for  the  farm  shall  be  adjusted  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  instructions  Issued  by  the 
Deputy  Administrator  to  reflect  (1)  any 
reduction  in  the  current  year  yield  which 
is  due  to  causes  other  than  a  natural 
disaster  or  condition  beyond  the  control 
of  the  producer,  such  as  a  change  in 
farming  practices,  or  (2>  the  extent  of 
irrigation  within  the  disaster  allotment. 

§  728.10  [Amended^ 

3.  Section  728.10  is  amended  by  chang¬ 
ing  “July  1”  to  read  “June  1"  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (1). 

4.  Section  728.13  is  amended  by  revis- 
,ing  paragiTMph  (b)(1)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  728.13  Requirements  for  program 

"  participation. 

8  •  «  «  • 

(b)  Farm  requirements.  (1)  For  disas¬ 
ter  payments,  a  Form  578  and  an  AppUca- 
tion  for  Disaster  Cjredlt  (herein  called 
“Form  574”)  or  a  Claim  for  Prevented 
Planting  (herein  called  “Form  574-1”) 
shall  be  filed  by  the  curator  of  an  eligible 
farm  with  the  office  of  the  county  com¬ 
mittee  having  jurisdiction  over  the  coun¬ 
ty  where  the  farm  is  located.  He  shall  also 
file  (i)  a  Record  of  Acreages,  Production 
and  Disposition  (herein  called  “Form 
658”)  and  (ii)  a  Summary  of  Production 
(herein  called  “Form  575-1”)  when  the 
information  thereon  is  needed  for  pro¬ 
gram  administration.  These  forms  shall 
be  filed  within  the  period  authorized  and 
accoixling  to  instructions  issued  by  the 
Deputy  Administrator. 

§  728.16  [Amended] 

5.  Section  728.16  is  corrected  by  chang¬ 
ing  “terminated”  to  read  “determined”  in 
paragraph  (a). 

6.  Section  728.17  is  amended  by  chang¬ 
ing  “nonfeed”  to  “nongrain"  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)(1)  (1)  and  by  amending  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  (4)  and  (b)  (5)  and  adding 
paragrai^  (b)  (7)  to  read  as  follows: 

§728.17  Disaster  payments. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  * 

(4)  The  wheat  production  from  acre¬ 
age  not  harvested  for  grain  shall  be  ap¬ 
praised  and  added  to  the  actual  grain 
production  for  the  purpose  of  determin¬ 
ing  tiigibllity  for  and  amoimt  of  low 
]neld  payments,  in  accordance  with  In- 
strucUfXis  issued  by  the  D^uty  Admin¬ 
istrator. 

(5)  Any  wheat  acreage  for  which  the 
producticm  cannot  be  determined  and 
which  is  not  excluded  In  paragraph  (b) 


(2)  of  this  section  shall  be  charged  with 
the  established  yi^:  Provided.  That  if 
the  county  committee  detemidnes  the 
acreage  was  attected  by  a  disaster  and 
the  production  was  destroyed  or  used  for 
other  than  grain  before  Form  574  was 
filed,  the  productim  charged  shall  be 
based  on  the  larger  of  (i)  the  established 
yield  multiidied  by  the  factor  determined 
according  to  paragraph  (b)  (3)  of  this 
section  to  determine  ^igibility  for  pay¬ 
ment  or  (il)  the  actual  average  yield 
from  harvested  acreage  if  requested  by 
the  producer  in  accordance  with  instruc- 
ti(His  issued  by  the  Deputy  Administra¬ 
tor. 

(6)  •  •  * 

(7)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi- 
si(His  of  this  section,  disaster  payments 
shall  not  duplicate  returns  guaranteed  by 
contract,  agreement,  or  understanding 
with  a  seed  company  for  the  production 
of  seed. 

(See.  107,  87  Stot.  224  (7  U.8.C.  1446a(c)); 
Sec.  301,  89  Stat.  302  (7  UAX:.  1301(b)).) 

Since  these  regulations  apply  to  1976 
and  planting  has  occurred,  it  is  hereby 
found  and  determined  that  compliance 
with  the  notice  and  ptibHc  procedure 
provlsl(ms  of  5  U.S.C.  553  is  Impracticable 
and  contrary  to  the  public  Interest. 

Effective  date:  These  regulations  shall 
become  effective  August  23,  1976. 

ISgned  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  17,  1976. 

Seeley  O.  Lodwick, 
Acting  Administrator,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

|FB  Doc.76-24779;Piled  8-23-76;8:46  am] 

SUBCHAPTER  C— SPECIAL  PROGRAMS 
[Amendment  2] 

PART  775— FEED  GRAIN 

Feed  Grain  Program  for  Crop  Years  . 

1975-1977 

The  following  changes,  effective  for 
1976-1977,  are  being  made  in  the  regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  Feed  Grain  Program 
for  Ch-op  Years  1975-1977. 

1.  The  barley  marketing  year  is 
changed  to  June  1-May  31. 

2.  Established  yields  may  be  adjusted 
to  reflect  a  tenmorary  change  in  the  cur¬ 
rent  year  3rield  when  there  is  a  change 
in  the  number  of  acres  irrigated  within 
the  disaster  allotment. 

3.  Form  580  is  obsolete  for  1976  and 
subsequent  years.  When  necessary, 
acreage  will  be  reported  on  Form  578  and 
production  and  disposition  will  be  re¬ 
ported  on  Form  575-1  and  on  Form  658. 
Prevented  planting  will  be  reported  on 
Form  574-1  intead  of  on  Form  574. 

4.  Barley  acreage  designated  for  non¬ 
grain  use  in  accordance  with  instructions 
issued  by  the  Deputy  Administirator  will 
be  disregarded  for  low  yield  payment 
piu^ses. 

5.  The  production  charged  to  feed 
grain  acreage  for  which  the  production 
cannot  be  determined  may  be  equal  to 
or  less  than  the  established  srield. 

6.  Disaster  payments  shall  not  dupli¬ 
cate  returns  guaranteed  by  an  agreement 
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with  a  seed  company  for  the  production 
of  seed. 

Pursuant  to  section  105  of  the  Agricul¬ 
ture  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  by  the  Agri¬ 
culture  and  Consumer  Protection  Act  of 
1973,  as  amended,  7  CJ-R.  Part  775  Is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  775.2  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  paragraph  (p)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  775.2  Definitions. 

•  •  •  «  • 

(p)  “Marketing  Year”  means: 

(1)  For  barley,  the  period  beginning 
June  1  and  ending  May  31. 

(2)  For  com  and  grain  sorghum,  the 
period  beginning  October  1  and  ending 
September  30. 

2.  Section  775.9  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

8  775.9  Farm  yields. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Yield  adjustment.  For  the  purpose 
of  determining  eligibility  for  and  amount 
of  low  yield  payment  as  provided  in 
S  775.17(b).  the  yield  established  under 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  for  the 
farm  shall  be  adjusted  in  accordance 
with  instructions  issued  by  the  Deputy 
Administrator  to  reflect  (1)  any  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  current  year  yield  which  is  due 
to  causes  other  than  a  natural  disaster  or 
condition  beyond  the  control  of  the  pro¬ 
ducer,  such  as  a  change  in  farming  prac¬ 
tices,  or  (2)  the  extent  of  irrigation  with¬ 
in  the  disaster  allotment. 

§  775.10  [Amended] 

3.  Section  775.10  is  amended  by  chang¬ 
ing  the  July  1  date  for  barley  to  June  1 
in  the  second  sentence  of  pan^raph  (a) 
(2). 

4.  Section  775.13  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (b)  (1)  to  read  as  follows: 

8  775.13  Requirements  for  program  par¬ 
ticipation. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(b)  Farm  requirements.  (1)  For  disas¬ 
ter  payments,  a  Report  of  Acreage  and 
Field  Determinations  (herein  called 
“Form  578”)  and  an  application  for  Dis¬ 
aster  CJredit  (herein  called  “Form  574”) 
or  a  Claim  for  Prevented  Planting  (here¬ 
in  called  “Form  574-1”)  shall  be  filed  by 
the  operator  of  an  eligible  farm  with 
the  office  of  the  county  committee  hav¬ 
ing  jurisdiction  over  the  county  where 
the  farm  is  located.  He  shall  also  file  (i) 
a  Record  of  Acreages.  Production  and 
Disposition  (herein  called  “F^rm  658”) 
and  (li)  a  Siunmary  of  Production 
(herein  called  “Form  575-1”)  when  the 
Information  thereon  is  needed  for  pro¬ 
gram  administration.  These  forms  shall 
be  filed  within  the  period  authorized  and 
according  to  Instructions  issued  by  the 
Deputy  Administrator. 

5.  Section  775.17  is  amended  by  chang¬ 
ing  “nonfeed”  to  “nongrain”  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (1)  (i)  and  by  amending  para¬ 
graphs  (b)(4)  and  (b)(5)  and  adding 
paragraph  (b)  (7)  to  read  as  follows: 


/ 

/ 

RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

§  775.17  Disaster  payments. 

*  •  •  *  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(4)  Hie  feed  grain  production  from 
acreage  not  harvested  for  grain  shall  be 
appraised  and  added  to  the  actual  grain 
production  for  the  purpose  of  determin¬ 
ing  eligibility  for  and  amount  of  low 
yield  payments,  in  accordance  with  in¬ 
structions  Issued  by  the  Deputy  Admin¬ 
istrator. 

(5)  Any  feed  grain  acreage  for  which 
the  production  cannot  be  determined 
and  which  is  not  excluded  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (b)  (2)  of  this  section  shall  be 
charged  with  the  established  yield:  Pro- 
vided.  That  if  the  county  committee  de¬ 
termines  the  acreage  was  affected  by  a 
disaster  and  the  production  was  de¬ 
stroyed  or  used  for  other  than  grain  be¬ 
fore  Form  574  was  filed,  the  production 
charged  shall  be  based  on  the  larger  of 
(1)  the  established  yield  multiplied  by 
the  factor  determined  according  to  sub- 
paragraph  (b)  (3)  of  this  section  to  de¬ 
termine  eligibility  for  payment  or  (li) 
the  actual  average  yield  from  harvested 
acreage  if  requested  by  the  producer  in 
accordance  with  instructions  issued  by 
the  Deputy  Administrator. 

(6)  •  •  • 

(7)  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro¬ 
visions  ot  this  section,  disaster  payments 
shall  not  duplicate  returns  guaranteed 
by  contract,  agreement,  or  imderstand- 
Ing  with  a  seed  company  for  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  seed. 

(See.  106,  87  Stat.  230  (7  U.S.C.  1441  note) .) 

Since  these  regulations  apply  to  1976 
and  planting  has  occurred,  it  Is  hereby 
found  and  determined  that  compliance 
with  the  notice  and  iiubllc  procedure 
provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553  is  impractica¬ 
ble  and  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

Effective  Date:  These  regulations 
shall  become  effective  August  23,  1976. 

Signed  at  Washlng^ton,  D.C.  on  Au¬ 
gust  17. 1976. 

Seeley  G.  Lodwick, 
Acting  Administrator,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Stabilization  and  Conser¬ 
vation  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-24778  PUed  8-23-76;8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE  y 

PART  919— rEACHES  GROWN  IN 
MESA  COUNTY,  COLORADO 

Expenses  and  Rate  of  Assessment 

This  document  authorizes  expenses  of 
$1,000  of  the  Administrative  Committee, 
under  Marketing  Order  No.  919,  for  the 
1975-76  fiscal  period  and  fixes  the  rate 
of  assessment  of  $0.01332  per  cwt.  of 
peaches  handled  in  such  period  to  be 
paid  to  the  committee  by  each  first  han¬ 
dler  as  his  pro  rata  share  of  such  ex¬ 
penses. 

On  July  28,  1976,  notice  of  rulemaking 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 


35695 

(41  FR  31390)  regarding  proixxsed  ex¬ 
penses  and  the  related  rate  c>f  assess¬ 
ment  for  the  period  December  1,  1975, 
through  Novonber  30,  1976,  prusuant  to 
the  marketing  agreement,  as  amended, 
and  Order  No.  919,  as  amended  (7  CFR 
Part  919),  regulating  the  handling  of 
peaches  grown  in  Mesa  County.  Colo¬ 
rado.  This  notice  allowed  interest^  per¬ 
sons  19  days  during  which  they  could 
submit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
pertaining  to  these  proposals.  None  were 
submitted.  This  regulatory  program  is 
effective  imder  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601-674).  After  consideration 
of  all  relevant  matters  presented,  includ¬ 
ing  the  proposals  set  forth  in  such  notice 
which  were  submitted  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Committee  (established  pursuant 
to  said  marketing  agreement  and  order) , 
it  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that: 

§  919.215  Expenses  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

(a)  Expenses.  Expenses  that  are  rea¬ 
sonable  and  llkdy  to  be  incurred  by  the 
Administrative  Committee  during  the 
period  December  1,  1975,  through  No¬ 
vember  30.  1976,  wlU  amount  to  $1,000. 

(b)  Rate  of  assessment.  The  rate  of  as¬ 
sessment  for  said  period,  payable  by  each 
handler  in  accordance  with  9  919.41,  is 
fixed  at  $0.01332  per  cwt.  of  peaches. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof  unW  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  (7  UJ3.C. 
553)  in  that  (1)  shlmnents  of  peaches 
have  already  begun,  (2)  the  relevsmt 
provisions  of  said  marketing  agreement 
and  this  part  require  that  the  rate  of 
assessment  herein  fixed  shall  be  appli¬ 
cable  to  all  assessable  peaches  handled 
during  the  aforesaid  period:  and  (3) 
such  period  began  on  December  1,  1975, 
and  the  rate  of  assessment  herein  fixed 
will  automatically  apply  to  all  assessable 
peaches  beginning  with  such  date. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated:  August  18. 1976. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlttmd, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division.  AgriciMurai  Mqr- 
keting  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-24729  PUed  $-23-76:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  XIV— COMMODITY  CREDIT  COR¬ 
PORATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

(CCC  Grain  Price  Support  Regs.,  1976  Crop 
Barley  Supplement] 

PART  1421— GRAINS  AND  SIMILARLY 
HANDLED  COMMODITIES 

1976  Crop  Barley  Loan  and  Purchase 
Program 

On  July  3,  1975,  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  regarding  loan  and  purchase 
rates  for  1976  crop  barley  and  operating 
provisions  to  carry  out  the  1976  crop  bar¬ 
ley  loan  and  purchase  program  was  pub- 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Ushed  In  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
28094). 

Several  responses  were  received  from 
Interested  individuals.  These  responses 
ranged  from  requests  suggesting  an  In¬ 
crease  In  the  price  support  level  to  ex¬ 
tending  the  maturity  date  for  three 
years. 

After  cmislderatlon  of  all  responses, 
and  other  factors.  It  has  been  determined 
that  loan  and  purchase  rates  for  1976 
cn^  barley  on  a  national  average  will 
be  Increased  to  ^1.02  per  bushel  Support 
rates  at  the  county  level  reflect  adjust¬ 
ments  necessary  to  reflect  changes  In 
rail  freight  rate  structure  and  historical 
prices  received  by  farmers  by  State  and 
district.  Loans  as  In  1975  will  not  have 
Identical  maturity  dates  but  will  mature 
in  the  case  of  farm  stored  loans  on  de¬ 
mand  but  not  later  than  the  last  day  of 
the  eleventh  calendar  month  following 
the  mmith  the  loan  Is  disbursed,  and  In 
the  case  of  warehouse  stored  loans,  on 
demand  but  not  later  than  the  last  day 
of  the  eleventh  calendar  mcrnth  following 
the  month  the  warehouse  receipt  was  is¬ 
sued.  Other  operating  provisions  for  the 
1976  crop  remain  the  same  as  those  for 
the  1975  crop. 

The  G^ieral  Regulations  Governing 
Price  Support  for  the  1976  and  Subse¬ 
quent  Cht>ps.  publl^ed  at  41  FR  22334, 
and  any  amendments  thereto,  and  the 
1970  and  Subsequent  Crops  Barley  Loan 
and  Purchase  Program  Regulations,  pub¬ 
lished  at  35  FR  11166  and  11902,  and  any 
amNidments  to  such  regulations  are  fur¬ 
ther  sunilemented  for  the  1976  crop  bar¬ 
ley.  CFR  §  1421.72  through  8  1421.75  and 
Uie  title  of  the  subpart  are  revised  to  read 
as  provided  below,  effective  as  to  the  1976 
crop  of  barley.  The  material  previously 
appearing  In  these  sections  shall  remain 
in  full  force  and  effect  as  to  the  crops  to 
which  It  is  applicable. 

Subpart — 1976  Crop  Barlay  Loan  and  PurdMM 
Procram 

Sec. 

1421.72  Purpose. 

1421.73  AvallabUity. 

1421 .74  Maturity  of  loans. 

1421.75  Loan  and  purchase  rates. 

ATTTBoaiTT:  Secs.  4  and  6,  62  Stat.  1970,  as 
appended  (16  TTA.C.  714b  and  c);  Secs.  105, 
401.-0S  Stat.  1051,  as  amended  (7  UJS.C.  1441 
note,  1421).  _ 

§  1421.72  Purpose. 

This  supplement  contains  additional 
program  provisions  which,  together  with 
the  provisions  of  the  General  Regulations 
Governing  Price  Support  for  the  1976  and 
Subsequent  Crops,  the  1970  and  Subse¬ 
quent  Crops  Barley  Loan  and  Purchase 
Program  Regulations,  and  any  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  apply  to  loans  on  and  pur¬ 
chases  of  the  1976  crop  of  barley. 

§  1421.73  Availability. 

(a)  Loans.  A  producer  desiring  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  program  through  loans 
must  request  a  loan  on  his  1976  crop  of 
eligible  barley  on  or  before  March  31, 
1977. 

.  (b)  Purchases.  Producers  desiring  to 
offer  eligible  1976  crop  barley  not  und^ 
loan  for  purchase  must  execute  and  de¬ 


liver  to  the  county  ASCS  ofBce  on  or  be¬ 
fore  February  28,  1978,  a  purchase 
agreement  (Form  CCC-614)  indicAtiwg 
the  approximate  quantity  of  1976  crop 
barlQT  they  will  sell  to  CCC. 

§  1421.74  Maturity  of  loans. 

Loans  mature  In  the  case  of  farm 
stored  loans  cm  demand  but  not  later 
than  the  last  day  of  the  eleventh  calen¬ 
dar  month  following  the  month  the  loan 
is  disbtirsed,  and  In  the  case  of  warehouse 
.stored  loans,  mi  demand  but  not  later 
than  the  last  day  of  the  eleventh  calen¬ 
dar  month  following  the  month  the  ware¬ 
house  receipt  was  Issued. 

§  1421.75  Loan  and  purchase  rates. 

(a)  Basic  loan  and  purchase  rates 
(counties).  Basic  county  rates  (market¬ 
ing  area  In  the  case  of  Alaska)  for  locm 
and  settlement  purposes  for  barl^  (ex¬ 
cept  mixed  barley)  grading  U.S.  No.  2  or 
better  are  established  as  follows: 

AIJtBAMA 

County  Rate  per  bushel 

All  counties _ $0.99 

AT./UOrA  1 


Delta _ 

$1.64 

Kenal-Sold  .. 

1.66 

Fairbanks _ 

1.63 

Palmer  . 

1.72 

Olenallen 

1.63 

Talkeetna _ 

1.72 

Homer _ 

1.  69 

ARIZONA 

All  coimtles _ 

$1. 19 

ARKANSAS  — 

All  coimtles _ 

.  0.99 

CALIFORNIA 

Alameda _ 

$1.37 

Plumas _ _ 

1.20 

Alpine 

1.30 

Blvcrslde  .... 

1.82 

Anukdor  ___ 

1.33 

Sacramento _ 

L37 

Butts _ 

1.28 

San  Benito _ 

1.29 

Calaveras 

1.33 

Ban 

Colusa 

1.32  ' 

Bernardino  . 

1.33 

Contra  Costa. 

1.34 

San  Diego.... 

1.87 

El  Dorado _ 

1.32 

San  Francisco- 

1.87 

Fresno  _ 

1.  31 

San  Joaquin _ 

1. 37 

Olenn 

1.29 

San  Luis 

Humboldt  ... 

1. 17 

Obispo _ 

1.29 

Imperial  _ 

1.31 

San  Mateo _ 

1. 34 

Inyo  _ 

1.19 

Santa  Barbara 

1.28 

Kem _ 

1.32 

Santa  Clara _ 

1.33 

Kings _ 

1.30 

Santa  Cruz _ 

1.30 

T.n.kn 

1.27 

1. 17 

I.nflsen 

1. 17 

1. 19 

Los  Angeles _ 

1.37 

Siskiyou _ 

1. 15 

Mndera. 

1.33 

Solano 

1.34 

Marin  _ _ 

1.34 

Sonoma _ 

1.32 

Mariposa _ 

1.31- 

Stanislaus _ 

1.36 

Mendocino _ 

1.21 

Butter _ 

1.31 

Merced  _ _ 

1.33 

Tehama 

1.28 

Modoc 

1. 15 

Tulare 

1.29 

Monterey _ 

1.29 

Tuolumne _ 

1.31 

1.  32 

Ventura  ..... 

1.32 

Orange _ 

1.37 

'  Yolo  - . - 

1.34 

Placer  _ 

1.30 

Yuba  _ 

1.31 

COLORADO 

All  counties 

SI.  05 

coNNKcnctrr 

AU  counties _ $0.  99 

DELAWARK 


All  counties _ 

$0.  99 

All  counties _ 

FLORIDA 

_ .  $1  00 

All  counties _ 

GEORGIA 

. . $1.00 

*In  Alaska,  loan  rates  are  for  marketing 
areas. 


IDAHO 


Rate  per  Rate  per 


County 

Ada  .  _ 

btisAsI 

ai.  06 

County  bushel 

Adams _ 

1.06 

1.06 

Bannock  ... 

1.06 

Idaho _ 1 _ 

1. 10 

Bear  Lake.. 

... 

1.03 

Jefferson _ 

1.02 

Benewah  _ 

1.  13 

Jerome 

1.06 

Tlln^Viajn 

1.  05 

Kootenai 

1. 13 

Blaine  , . 

1.06 

1. 13 

Boise 

1.06 

Lemhi 

1. 02 

Bonner 

1.09 

Lewis 

1.12 

Bonneville  . 

1.03 

Lincoln 

1.06 

Boundary  ._ 

1.08- 

Madison 

1.03 

Butte _ 

1.05 

Minidoka _ 

1.07 

riannaa 

1.  06 

Nez  Perce. 

1. 13 

Canyon  ... 

1.  06 

Oneida  . 

1.06 

Caribou 

1.  03 

1. 06 

Cassia _ 

1.05 

Payette  .  — 

1.06 

Clark _ 

__ 

1.02 

Power _ _ 

1.06 

Clearwater  . 

1. 12 

Shoshone _ 

1.01 

rhiater 

1.  06 

1.  03 

Elmore  .... 

__ 

1.06 

TwlnT Falls _ 

1.07 

Franklin _ 

1.  07 

Valley 

1.06 

Fremont _ 

— 

1.03 

Washington  .. 

1.08 

ILLINOIS 

Alexander _ 

$1.05 

Saint  Clair _ 

$1.04 

Cook _  . 

1.00 

All  other 

Madison _ 

— 

1.04 

counties  - _ 

.96 

INDIANA 

All  coimtles. 

$0. 95 

IDWA 

Pottawattamie  $1.01  All  other 

counties  ___  $0.97 

KANSAS 


Wyandotte _ 

All  counties _ 

$1. 02  All  other 

counties _ 

KZNTVCKT 

$0.98 

$0.96 

E.  Baton 

LOtTISIANA 

W.  Baton 

EU>uge 

$1. 17  Rouge _ 

$1.17 

Jefferson _ 

1. 17  All  other 

Orleans  _ 

1. 17  counties  _. 

1.00 

Saint  Charles. 

1. 17 

MAlNZ 

$0.  99 

Baltimore 

MARYLAND 

All  other 

City  _ 

$1. 17  counties  ... 

$0.99 

All  counties.. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

$0.  99 

IIICHII^AN 

All  counties _ $0.  91 


MZNNraOTA 

Aitkin  _ 

$1.05 

Ooodhue _ 

$1.08 

1.  08 

ftrant 

.98 

Becker  _ 

.96 

Hennepin _ 

1.09 

Beltrami  .... 

.98 

Houston _ 

1.04 

Benton  _ 

l.OS 

Hubbard  .... 

.98 

,  1.00 

Taantl 

1.07 

Blue  Earth _ 

1.08 

Itasca _ 

1.04 

Brown  _ _ 

1.06 

Jackson _ 

l.OS 

Carlton  _ 

1.09 

Kanabec  .... 

1.00 

Carver  _ 

1.09 

Kandiyohi _ 

1.05 

Cass  _ 

1.01 

Kittson  _ 

.  - 

Chippewa _ 

1.05 

Koochiching  . 

1.02 

Chikigo  _ _ 

1.08 

Lac  Qul  Parle. 

1.04 

Clay  _ 

.95 

Lake  of  the 

Clearwater _ 

.95 

Woods  _ 

.97 

Cottonwood  . 

1.06 

Le  Sueur. _ _ 

1.09 

Crow  Wing _ 

1.01 

Lincoln  _ _ _ 

1.01 

1.09 

T.ynn 

1.04 

Dodge _ _ 

L08 

McLeod  ___ 

1.08 

Douglas _ 

1.00 

Mahnomen  _ 

.94 

Farlbamt  _ 

1.07 

Marshall _ 

.98 

FUluKHe 

1.06 

Martin  _ 

LOT 

Freeborn _ 

i.oe 

Meeker 

L0« 
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HiNKESOTA — Continued 


Rate  pet  Rate  per 


Countp  bushel 

County  bushel 

MUle  Lacs _ 

$1.06 

Saint  LoulE__ 

$1.09 

Morrison  _ 

1.03 

Scott  _ 

1.09 

Moww  _ _ 

1.07 

Sherburne  ... 

1.08 

Murray _ 

1.04 

Sibley _ 

1.06 

NlcoUet  _ 

1.08 

Steams 

1.06 

Nobles  _ 

1.04 

Steele _ 

1.09 

Norman _ 

.96 

Stevens  _ 

1.00 

Olmsted _ 

1.06 

Swift  _ 

1.04 

Otter  Tall____ 

.97 

Todd 

$1.00 

Pennington  _ 

.94 

Traverse 

.98 

Pine  _ 

1.09 

Wabasha  — _ 

1.08 

Pipestone  _ 

1.01 

Wadena _ 

.99 

Polk  _ 

.94 

Waseca _ 

1.09 

Pope  _ 

1.03 

Washington  _ 

1.09 

Ramsey  _ 

1.09 

Watonwan _ 

1.07 

Red  I^e— — 

.94 

Wilkin  _ 

.97 

Redwood 

1.06 

Winona  _ 

1.06 

Renville _ 

1.06 

Wright  _ 

1.09 

Rice  _ 

1.09 

Yellow  Medl- 

Rock _ 

1.00 

cine _ 

1.03 

Roseau  _ _ 

.92 

MISSISSIPPI 

All  counties _ 

$0.99 

MISSOURI 

Buchanan _ _ 

1.01 

Saint  Louis _ 

1.03 

Clay  _ 

1.01 

All  other 

Jackson  _ 

1.01 

counties _ 

.99 

MONTANA 

Beaverhead  __ 

$0. 96 

McCone _ 

$0.86 

Big  Horn  . 

.91 

Madison 

1.01 

Blaine  _ 

.86 

Meagher  — _ 

.96 

Broadwater  _ 

.98 

Mineral  _ 

1.03 

Carbon _ 

.91 

Missoula  .... 

1.03 

Carter  _ 

.83 

Musselshell _ 

.90 

.94 

Park  _ _ 

.99 

Chouteau  ___ 

.90 

Petroleum _ 

.88 

Custer _ _ _ 

.86 

Phillips  _ 

.83 

•  .82 

.92 

Dawson  _ 

.86 

Powder  River. 

.85 

Deer  Lodge — 

1.  01 

PoweU  _ _ 

1.01 

.83 

Prairie 

.85 

Fergus  _ _ 

.92 

Ravalli _ 

.99 

Flathead  ____ 

1.06 

Richland 

.82 

Gallatin _ 

1.01 

Roosevelt 

.82 

Garfield  _ _ 

.86 

Rosebud 

.86 

Glacier  _ _ 

.93 

Sanders  _ 

1.03 

Golden 

Sheridan  ____ 

.81 

VaUey  _ 

.91 

Silver  Bow _ 

1.01 

Granite _ 

.99 

Stillwater _ 

.91 

HUl  _ 

.89 

Sweet  Grass _ 

.94 

1.01 

Teton 

.92 

Judith  Basin. 

.91 

Toole  _ 

.92 

Lake  _ _ 

.99 

Treasure  .... 

.86 

Lewis  and 

Valley _ 

.88 

Clark  _ 

.92 

Wheatland _ 

.92 

Liberty  _ _ _ 

.91 

Wibaux  _ 

.83 

Lincoln  _ 

1.06 

Yellowstone  _ 

.91 

KEBRASKA 

Douglas _ 

$1.02 

All  Other 

counties _ 

$0.94 

NEVADA 

All  coimtles.. 

$1. 19 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

All  counties.. 

$0.99 

NEW 

JERSEY 

All  counties.. 

$0.  99 

NEW 

MEXICO 

All  counties... 

$1.09 

NEW 

YORK 

Albany  _ 

$1.17 

All  other 

New  York 

coimtles _ 

$0.  99 

City  . 

1.17 

- 

NORTH 

CAROLINA 

All  counties... 

$1.00 

NORTH 

Sateper 

DAKOTA 

Rate  per 

County 

bushel 

County 

bushel 

Adams _ 

....  $0.84 

MdLean  . 

_ $0.86 

Barnes  __ 

. 92 

Mercer _ 

_  .84 

Benson  . 

_  .87 

Morton  . 

_  .84 

Bluings  . 

_  .82 

MountraU 

. 82 

Bottineau 

_ .83 

Nelson  .. 

_  .89 

Bowman  . 

. 82 

OUver _ 

_  .86 

Burke 

. 82 

Pembina 

_  .89 

Burleigh 

. 87 

Pierce  ... 

_  .86 

Cass  .... 

. 95 

Ramsey  . 

. 88 

CavaUer  _ 

_  .87 

Ransom  . 

. . 92 

Dickey _ 

. 91 

Renville  . 

. . 82 

Divide 

. 82 

Richland 

_ •  .95 

Dunn  ... 

. 82 

Rolette  .. 

_  .84 

Eddy  .... 

. 88 

Sargent  . 

. . 96 

Emmons  . 

. 84 

Sheridan 

_  .86 

Poster _ 

. 89 

Sioux  .. 

. 84 

Golden  Valley  .  82 

Slope _ 

. 82 

Grand  Forks..  .  02 

Stark  _ 

_  .82 

Grant  _ 

. 82 

Steele _ 

_  .92 

Griggs  .. 

. 91 

Stutsman 

. 92 

Hettinger 

_  .82 

Towner 

_  .85 

Kidder  .. 

. 87 

Traill  .. 

. 92 

La  Moure. 

_  .  90 

Walsh _ 

_  .90 

_  .87 

Ward _ 

McHenry 

McIntosh 

McKenzie 

_  .  86 

Wells _ 

_  .88 

. 88 

...  .81 

Williams 

. 82 

OHIO 

All  counties _ $0. 93 

OKLAHOMA 

All  counties _ $1. 00 


OREGON 


Baker _ 

$1.11 

Lake  _ 

$1.07 

1. 16 

1. 16 

Clackamas _ 

1.20 

Lincoln  _ 

1.15 

Clatsop  _ 

1.26 

Linn  _ 

1.17 

Columbia _ 

1.26 

Malheur 

1.05 

Coos  _ 

1.07 

Marion _ 

1.18 

Crook  _ 

1.15 

Morrow _ 

1. 19 

Curry  _ 

1.06 

Multnomah _ 

1.26 

Deschutes  ... 

1.16 

PoUi  _ 

1.18 

Douglas _ 

1.09 

Sherman  ____ 

1.21 

Gilliam  _ _ 

1.20 

Tlllxunook _ 

1.21 

Grant _ 

1.16 

tTmatUla _ 

1.16 

Harney 

1.02 

TTnlon 

1. 14 

Hood  River... 

1.22 

Wallowa _ 

1. 11 

Jackson _ 

1.08 

Wasco _ 

1.22 

Jefferson  .... 

1. 18 

Washington  _ 

1.22 

Josephine  ... 

1.08 

Wheeler _ 

1.17 

Klamath  - _ 

1.08 

Yamhill _ 

1.20 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Philadelphia  . 

$1.17 

AU  other 

counties  ... 

$0.99 

RHODE  ISLAND 

$0.99 

SOUTH 

CAROLINA 

Charleston _ 

$1. 16 

All  other 

counties _ 

$1.00 

SOUTH 

DAKOTA 

Aurora  _ 

$0. 92 

Davison _ 

$0.92 

Beadle  _ 

.95 

Day _ 

.06 

Bennett _ 

.85 

Deuel  _ 

1.01 

Bon  Homme.  - 

.95 

Dewey  _ 

.87 

Brookings  ... 

.99 

Douglas _ 

.98 

Brown _ 

.94 

Edmunds  ____ 

.92 

Brule  _ 

.90 

FaU  Rlver_.__ 

.80 

Buffalo _ 

.92 

Faulk  . 

.93 

Butte  _ 

.79 

Grant _ 

1.01 

Campbell  .... 

.88 

Gregory  _ 

.92 

Charles  Mix.. 

.93 

Haakon  _ 

.86 

mark 

.96 

Hamlin 

.98 

Clay  - 

.96 

Hand  _ 

.92 

Codington 

.98 

Hanson _ 

.92 

Corson _ 

.86 

Harding 

.81 

Custer  _ 

.84 

Hughes _ 

.91 

SOUTH  DAKOTA — Continuod 


Rate  per  Rate  per 


County  bushel 

County  ■'  bushel 

Hutchinson  _ 

$0.98 

Pennington _ 

$0.84 

Hyda 

.92 

Pnrkina 

.83 

.86 

Potter 

.92 

.92 

Roberta 

.99 

.90 

.92 

Kingsbury _ 

.98 

Shannon  _ 

.84 

Lake  _ 

.97 

Spink  _ 

.94 

Lawrence _ 

.79 

Stanley _ 

.90 

Lincoln  _ 

.96 

Sully . 

.92 

.90 

Todd 

.89 

McCook _ 

.92 

Tripp . 

.90 

McPherson _ 

.92 

Turner _ 

.96 

Marshall _ 

.96 

Union _ 

.97 

Meade  _ 

.82 

Walworth  ____ 

.89 

Mellette _ 

.89 

Washabaugh  _ 

.85 

Miner _ 

.93 

Yankton _ _ 

.96 

Minnehaha _ 

.96 

Ziebach  _ 

.84 

Moody _ 

.97 

TENNESSEE 

Shelby  _ 

$1.05 

All  othn: 

counties _ 

$0.99 

TEXAS 

Chambers  — . 

$1.19 

Nueces  _ 

$1.19 

Galveston  _ 

f.  19 

Scm  Patricio.. 

1.19 

Harris _ 

1.19 

All  other 

Jefferson _ 

1. 19 

counties  ... 

1.03 

UTAH 

All  counties-.. 

$1.09 

VERMONT 

$0.  99 

TIROINIA 

Chesapeake 

All  other 

(Norfolk)  .. 

$1.17 

coimtles _ 

$0.99 

WASHINGTON 

$1.  16 

Tjewte 

$1.20 

Asotin  _ _ 

1. 16 

Lincoln  _ _ 

1.16 

1. 18 

Mason 

1. 13 

Chelan _ 

1.20 

Okanogan  _ 

1. 14 

Clallam  _ 

1.06 

Pacific  _ 

1.15 

Clark _ 

1. 26 

Pend  Oreille.. 

1.09 

Columbia  — — 

1. 17 

Pierce _ 

1.26 

CowUtE _ 

1.26 

San  Juan _ 

1.14 

Douglas _ 

1.15 

Skagit . 

1. 14 

Perry - 

1.11 

Skamania 

1.21 

Franklin _ 

1. 17 

Snohomish _ 

1.19 

Garfield _ _ 

1. 17 

Spokane  _ 

1.13 

Grant  _ 

1. 16 

Stevens  _ 

1.10 

Grays  Harbor. 

1. 15 

Thurston 

1.20 

Island _ 

1.19 

Wahkiakum  _ 

1.13 

Jefferson _ 

1.11 

Walla  Walla— 

1.17 

King - 

1.26 

Whatcom  — 

1.12 

Kitsap . . 

1. 19 

Whitman _ 

1.15 

Kittitas  _ 

1.18 

Yakima _ 

1. 17 

Klickitat  .... 

1.19 

WEST 

VIRGINIA 

All  counties... 

$0.99 

WISCONSIN 


Douglas  _ 

.  $1.06  All  other 
counties 

...  $0.96 

All  counties.. 

WYOMING 

—  $1.03 

(b)  Premiums  and  discounts.  The  basic 
rates  shall  be  adjusted  by  premiums  or 
discounts  as  follows  (all  footnotes  at  end 
of  paragraph) : 

Discount  (cents 
per  bushel) 


Class — Mixed  Barley -  2 

Grade: 

VS.  No.  3 .  8 

UJS.  No.  4 . 6 

-  U.8.  No.  8 _ 15 

Garlicky  _  10 

Weed  Control  Law  (where  required  by 

f  1421.25)  - . 10 
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Other  factors.  Amounts  determined  by 
CCC  to  represent  market  discounts  for 
quality  fact<x^  not  specified  above  which 
affect  the  value  of  the  barley,  such  as 
(but  not  limited  to)  thin  barley,  mois¬ 
ture,  foreign  material,  test  wei^t,  heat 
damage,  musty,  sour,  smutty,  stained, 
weevily,  ergoty,  and  bleached.  Such  dis¬ 
counts  will  be  established  not  later  than 
the  time  delivery  of  barley  to  CCC  begins 
and  will  thereafter  be  adjusted  from 
time  to  time  as  CCC  determines  appro¬ 
priate  to  refiect  changes  in  market  con¬ 
ditions.  Producers  may  obtain  schedules 
of  such  factors  and  discounts  at  county 
ASCS  offices  approximately  one  month 
prior  to  the  loan  maturity  date. 

Note. — ^Discounts  are  cumulative  except 
only  one  grade  discount  shall  be  applied.  For 
the  purpose  of  applying  discounts,  factors 
which  cause  barley  of  the  subclass  Malting 
Barley  or  Blue  MMting  Barley  to  have  a  lower 
numerical  grade  than  if  the  barley  were 
graded  under  a  different- subclass  shall  be 
disregarded. 

Effective  date:  August  24, 1976. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  17, 1976. 

Seelet  O.  LobwicK, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[FR  Doc .76-24789  Piled  8-23-76; 8: 45  am] 


[CCC  Grain  Price  Support  Regs.,  1976  Crop 
Oats  Suppl^nei^] 

PART  1421— GRAINS  AND  SIMILARLY 
HANDLED  COMMODITIES 

1976  Crop  Oats  Loan  and  Purchase 
Program 

On  July’  3,  1975,  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  regarding  loan  and  pur¬ 
chase  rates  for  1976  crop  oats  and  oper¬ 
ating  provisions  to  carry  out  the  1976 
crop  oats  loan  and  purchase  program 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(40  FR  28094). 

« Several  responses  were  received  from 
interested  individuals.  These  responses 
ranged  from  requests  suggesting  an  In¬ 
crease  in  the  price  support  level  to  ex¬ 
tending  the  maturity  date  for  three 
years. 

After  consideration  of  all  responses, 
and  other  factors,  it  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  that  loan  and  purchase  rates  for 
1976  crop  oats  on  a  national  average 
will  be  increased  to  $0.60  per  bushel. 
Support  rates  at  the  county  level  refiect 
adjustments  necessary  to  refiect 
changes  in  rail  freight  rate  structure 
and  historical  prices  received  by  farmers 
by  State  and  district.  Loans  as  in  1975 
will  not  have  identical  maturity  dates 
but  will  mature  in  the  case  of  farm 
stored  loans  on  demand  but  not  later 
than  the  last  day  of  the  eleventh  calen¬ 
dar  month  following  the  month  the  loan 
is  disbursed,  and  in  the  case  of  ware¬ 
house  stored  loans,  on  demand  but  not 
later  than  the  last  day  of  the  eleventh 
calendar  month  following  the  month  the 
warehouse  receipt  was  Issued.  Other 
operating  provisions  for  the  1976  crcv 
remain  the  same  as  those  for  the  1975 
crop. 


The  General  Regulations  Governing 
Price  Support  for  the  1976  and  Subse¬ 
quent  Crops,  published  at  41  FR  22334, 
and  any  amendments  hereto,  and  the 
1970  and  Subsequent  Crops  Oats  Loan 
and  Purchase  Program  Regulations,  pub¬ 
lished  at  35  FR  8340  and  any  amend¬ 
ments  to  such  regulations  are  further 
supplemented  for  the  1976  crop  oats. 
CFR  §  1421.270  through  §  1421.273  and 
the  title,  of  the  subpart  are  revised  to 
read  as  provided  below,  effective  as  to 
the  1976  crop  of  oats.  The  material  pre¬ 
viously  appearing  in  these  sections  shall 
remain  in  full  force  and  effect  as  to  the 
crops  to  which  it  is  applicable. 

Subpart — 1976  Crop  Oats  Loan  and  nirchass 
Program 

Sec. 

1421.270  Purpose. 

1421.271  Availability. 

1421.272  Maturity  of  loans. 

1421.273  Loan  and  purchase  rates. 

Authority:  Secs.  4  and  5,  62  Stat.  1070,  as 
amended  (15  U.S.C.  714  b  and  c);  Secs.  105, 
401,  63  Stat.  1051,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1441 
note,  1421). 

§  1421.270  Purpose. 

This  supplement  contains  additional 
program  provisions  which  together  with 
the  provisions  of  the  General  Regula¬ 
tions  Governing  Price  Support  for  the 
1976  and  Subsequent  Crops,  the  1970  and 
Subsequent  Crops  Oats  Loan  and  Pur¬ 
chase  Program  Regulations,  and  any 
amendments  thereto,  apply  to  loans  on 
and  purchases  of  the  1976  crop  of  oats. 

§  1421.271  .Availability, 

(a)  Loans.  A  producer  desiring  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  program  through  loans 
must  request  a  loan  on  his  1976  crop  at 
eligible  oats  on  or  before  March  31, 1977. 

(b)  Purchases.  Prtxiucers  desiring  to 
offer  eligible  1976  citH)  oats  not  tmder 
loan  for  purchstse  must  execute  and  de¬ 
liver  to  the  county  ASCS  office  on  or  be¬ 
fore  February  28. 1978,  a  purchase  agree¬ 
ment  (Form  CCC-614)  indicating  the 
approximate  quantity  of  1976  crop  oats 
they  wUl  sell  to  CCC. 

§  1421.272  Maturity  of  loans. 

Loans  mature  In  the  case  of  farm 
stored  loans  on  demand  but  not  later 
than  the  last  day  of  the  eleventh  calendar 
month  following  the  month  the  loan  is 
disbursed,  and  in  the  case  of  warehouse 
stored  loans,  on  demand  but  not  later 
than  the  last  day  of  the  eleventh  calen¬ 
dar  month  following  the  month  the  ware¬ 
house  receipt  was  issued. 

§  1421.273  Loan  and  purchase  rates. 

(a)  Basic  loan  and  purchase  rates. 
Coimty  loan  and  purchase  rates  for  oats 
and  the  schedule  of  premiums  and  dis¬ 
counts  are  shown  below.  The  term  “coun¬ 
ty”  as  used  in  this  subpart  with  reference 
to  the  State  of  Alaska  shall  mean  “mar¬ 
keting  area.”  Marketing  areas  in  Alaska 
shall  be  the  areas  established  imder  the 
State  small  grain  incentive  program. 
Farm-stored  loans  will  be  made  at  the 
basic  rate  for  the  county  where  the  grain 
is  stored,  adjusted  only  for  the  weed  con¬ 
trol  discounts  where  applicable.  Tlie  loan 
and  purchase  rate  for  warehouse-stored 


oats  loans  shall  be  the  basic  rate  for  the 
county  where  the  oats  are  stored,  ad¬ 
justed  by  the  proniums  and  discounts 
shown  in  this  section.  Notwithstanding 
9  1421.22(c),  settlement  for  oats  delivered 
from  other  than  approved  warehouse 
storage  shall  be  based  (1)  on  the  basic 
rate  for  the  county  in  which  the  pro¬ 
ducer’s  customary  delivery  point  is  lo- 
lated,  and  (2)  on  the  quality  and  quan¬ 
tity  delivered  as  shown  on  the  warehouse 
receipts  and  accompanying  documents 
issued  by  an  approved  warehouse  to 
which  delivery  is  made,  or  if  applicable, 
the  quality  and  quantity  delivered  as 
shown  on  a  form  prescribed  by  CCC  for 
this  purpose.  The  basic  rate  applies  to 
oats  grading  U.S.  No.  3.  having  moisture 
not  in  excess  of  14  percent. 

ALABAMA 


Rate  per  bushel 


All  counties _ 

Delta  _ 

Fairbanks _ 

Olenallen  _ _ 

Homer  _ 

All  counties _ 

ALASKA  > 

$1.01  Kenal- 
1.00  Soldotna 

1.07  Palmer _ 

1. 04  Talkeetna  . 

ARIZONA 

...  $0.71 

..  $1.09 
...  1. 13 

...  1.13 

...  $0.80 

ARKANSAS 

All  counties _ 

...  $0.69 

CALIFORNIA 

All  counties _ 

...  $0.80 

COLORADO 

All  counties _ 

...  $0.70 

CONNZCTICUT 

All  counties _ 

...  $0.70 

DELAWARE 

All  counties _ 

...  $0.70 

FLORIDA 

All  counties _ 

...  $0.74 

GEORGIA 

All  counties _ 

...  $0.71 

IDAHO 

All  counties _ 

...  $0.70 

ILLINOIS 

Adams  _ 

$0.63 

Cass  _ 

...  $0.63 

Alexander _ 

.66 

Champaign  _  ,63 

Bend _ _ 

.64 

Christian  . 

...  .63 

Boone 

.63 

Brown 

.63 

Clay 

Bureau _ 

.63 

Clinton 

_  .  65 

Calhoun 

.64 

Coins 

...  . 63 

Carroll _ 

.63 

Cook _ 

_  .65 

ILLINOIS 

Rate  per  bushel 

Rate  per  bushel 

Crawford _ 

$0.65 

Henry _ 

_ _ $0.63 

Cumberland  _ 

.64 

Iroquois  . 

_  .63 

.63 

.66 

De  Witt- . 

.63 

Jasper  _ 

...  .  65 

Douglas _ 

.63- 

Jefferson 

...  .66 

Du  Page _ 

.63 

Jersey  __ 

...  .64 

Edgar  _ 

.63 

Jo  Daviess.. _  .  63 

Edwards _ _ 

.66 

Johnson 

_  .66 

Effingham _ 

.64 

Kane _ 

_  .63 

Payette _ _ 

.64 

Kankakee  •  63 

Ford  _ _ 

.63 

Kendall  .. 

_  .63 

Franklin  _ 

.66 

Knox _ 

_  .63 

Pulton _ 

.63 

Lake  _ 

. 64 

Gallatin _ 

.67 

La  Salle... 

_  .63 

Greene _ 

.64 

Lawrence 

...  .  66 

Grundy  _ 

.63 

Lee  _ _ 

_  .63 

Hamilton  _ 

.66 

Livingston 

.  63 

.63 

Looan 

.  _  .63 

Hardin _ 

.67 

Mc^nough  -  .63 

Henderson  ___ 

.63 

McHenry  . 

_  .63 

^In  Alaska 

loan  rates  are  for  Marketing 

Areas. 
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ILLINOIS — Continued 


Rate  per  Rate  per 


County  tmsAet 

County  Iniehel 

McLean  - — - 

$0.63 

Rltdiland 

$0.66 

Macon  _ _ 

.63 

Bock  Island — 

.63 

Macoupin  _ _ 

.64 

Saint  Clair — 

.66 

Madison  _ _ - 

.65 

Saline _ 

.67 

Marlon _ 

.66 

Sangamon  — 

.63 

Mareball  _ 

.63 

Schuyler 

.63 

Mason _ 

.63 

Scott  _ _ 

.63 

.66 

Shelby 

.63 

.63 

Stark 

.63 

Mercer  ... _ _ 

.63 

Stephenson  - 

.63 

Monroe _ _ 

.66 

Tazewell  .... 

.63 

Montgomery  . 

.64 

Union _ 

.66 

Morgan  .1. _ _ 

.63 

Vermilion _ 

.63 

Moultrie  _ 

.63 

Wabash  _ _ 

.66 

Ogle  - 

.63 

Warren _ 

.63 

Peoria  _ _ 

.63 

Washington  . 

.66 

Perry  _ _ 

.66 

Wayne  _ 

.66 

PlAtt 

.63 

White 

.66 

Pike  _ 

.63 

Whiteside  .... 

.  .63 

.67 

will 

.64 

Pulaski _ 

.66 

Williamson _ 

.66 

Putnam  _ _ 

.68 

Winnebago  __ 

.63 

Randolph  _ _ 

.66 

Woodford _ 

.63 

INDIANA 

Adams  _ _ _ 

$0.60 

Lawrence  . 

$0.  70 

Allen _ 

.60 

Madison  _ _ 

.68 

Bartholomew 

.60 

Marlon _ _ 

.68 

Benton  ... _ 

.67 

MarshaU _ 

.68 

Blackford  ... 

.68 

Martin  _ _ 

.70 

Booiv* 

.68 

Miami 

.68 

Rmwn 

.70 

Monroe  _  _ 

.70 

Carroll  ...... 

.68 

Montgomery  _ 

.68 

CajM 

.68 

Morgan 

.68 

Clark 

.70 

Newton 

.67 

Clay  _ 

.68 

Noble  . . . 

.68 

Clinton  ___. 

.68 

Ohio 

.71 

Crawford  _ 

.70 

Orange  _ 

.70 

Darlees  .... 

.70 

Owen  _ _ 

.68 

Dearborn - 

.71 

I*arke  _ _ 

.67 

Decatur 

.60 

Perry _ 

.70 

Do  Kalb _ 

.69 

Pike  _ 

.70 

Delaware 

.68 

Porter 

.68 

Dubois  ... _ 

.70 

Posey  _ 

.70 

Rlktiiirt; _ 

.60 

Pulaski 

.68 

Fkyette  _ _ 

.68 

Putnam _ 

.68 

Ployd _ 

.70 

Randolph 

.69 

Fountain  .... 

.67 

Ripley _ 

.71 

Franklin  _ _ 

.70 

Bush _ _ 

.68 

Fulton  ...._ 

.68 

Saint  Joseph _ 

.69 

.70 

Rcott  .. 

.71 

.68 

Rhelhy  _  .  _ 

.68 

.70 

Spencer 

.70 

Hamilton  .... 

.68 

Starke  _ 

.68 

Hancock  _ _ 

.68 

Steuben  _ _ 

.69 

Harrison  .... 

.70 

Sullivan  _ _ 

.69 

Hendricks  _ _ 

.68 

Switzerland _ 

.71 

Henry _ _ 

.68 

Tippecanoe  _ 

.68 

.68 

Tipton 

.68 

Huntington _ 

.68 

Union  _ _ 

.69 

Jackson _ 

.70 

Vanderburgh  _ 

.70 

Jasper _ 

.67 

Vermillion _ 

.67 

Jay _ 

.69 

Vigo  . 

.68 

Jefferson  .... 

.71 

Wabash _ 

.68 

Jennings  .... 

.71 

Warren _ 

.67 

Johnson  _ _ 

.68 

Warrick _ 

.70 

Knox _ 

.70 

Washington 

.70 

Kosciusko _ _ 

.68 

Wayne  _ 

.69 

TiSgrange 

.69 

Weils 

.68 

Lidie _ 

.68 

White . 

.68 

La  Porte _ 

.69 

Whitley _ 

.68 

IOWA 

Adair  _ _ 

$0.62 

Butler  _ 

$0.60 

.62 

Calhoun 

-.60 

Allamakee _ 

.69 

Carroll _ 

.60 

Appanoose  _ 

.62 

Cass  _ 

.62 

Audubon  _ _ 

.60 

Cedar _ _ 

.62 

Benton _ _ 

.62 

Cerro  Oordo _ 

.59 

Black  Hawk — 

.61 

Cherokee _ 

.60 

Boone  .»... 

.60 

Chickasaw _ 

.60 

Bremer _ _ 

.60 

Clarke _ 

.62 

Buchanan  _ 

».61 

Clay  _ 

.59 

Buena  Vista — 

>  .60 

Clayton _ _ 

.60 

IOWA — Continued 


Rate  per  Rate  per 


County  Imthel 

County  Inuhel 

Clinton  _ 

$0.62 

Meheeka  ____ 

$0.62 

Crawford _ 

..59 

Marlon _ _ 

.62 

Dallas _ _ 

.60 

Marshall  .... 

.60 

.63 

Mllla  _  _ . 

.62 

Decatur  _ 

.62 

Mitchell _ 

.68 

Delaware _ _ 

.61 

Monona  _ 

.69 

Des  Moines _ 

.62 

Monroe  _ 

.62 

Dickinson _ 

.58 

Montgomery  . 

.62 

Dubuque 

.61 

Muscatine  _ _ 

.62 

.58 

OTBrVen  _ 

.59 

Fayette  _ - 

.60 

Osceola _ 

.57 

Ployd  _ 

.59 

Page - 

.62 

Franklin  _ _ 

.60 

Palo  Alto _ 

.60 

Fremont _ 

.62 

Plymouth _ 

.58 

Greene _ 

.60 

Pocahontas _ 

.60 

Grundy  _ 

.60 

Polk  _ 

.60 

Guthrie _ 

.60 

Pottawat- 

Hamilton 

.60 

tamle _ 

.63 

Hancock 

.69 

Poweshiek _ 

.60 

Hardin _ 

.60 

Ringgold  .... 

.62 

Harrison  .... 

.60 

Sac  _ 

.60 

Henry _ 

.62 

Scott _ 

.62 

Howard  _ _ 

.60 

Shelby _ 

.60 

Humboldt 

.60 

Stouz  - 

.58 

Ida  _ 

.50 

Story  _ _ 

.60 

.62 

Tama 

.60 

.62 

Taylnr  _  . . 

.62 

.60 

Union 

.62 

Jeffmon  ____ 

.62 

Van  Buren — 

.62 

Johnson  .... 

.62 

Wapello - 

.62 

Jones  _ - 

.62 

Wairen _ 

.62 

Keokuk  _ 

.62 

Washington  _ 

.62 

Kossuth _ _ 

.68 

Wayne  _ _ 

.62 

.62 

WatMtar  .  . 

.60 

Linn _ 

.62 

Winnebago _ 

.68 

Louisa _ 

.62 

Winneshiek  ... 

.59 

Lucas _ 

.62 

Woodbury _ 

.58 

.57 

Wrath  _ 

.68 

Madison _ _ 

.62 

Wright . 

.60 

KANSAS 

All  counties... 

$0.66 

KXNTUCKT 

All  counties... 

$0.  71 

LOUISIANA 

All  counties _ _ _ #0. 71 


All  coimties... 

UAINX 

ICAaVLANS 

$0.70 

$0. 71 

MASSACHUSETTS 

$0. 70 

MICHIGAN 

Alcona  - - 

$0.64 

Gratiot  _ 

$0.65 

Alger - 

.65 

HUlsdale _ 

.67 

Allegan _ 

.66 

Houghton _ 

.64 

.64 

Huron 

.64 

Antrim _ 

.65 

Ingham _ 

.65 

Arenac _ 

.64 

Ionia _ 

.65 

.64 

Inscn 

.64 

.66 

Iron _ 

.64 

Bay _ 

.64 

Isabella _ 

.65 

Benzie  _ 

.65 

Jackson  _ 

.66 

Berrien _ 

.67 

Kalamazoo _ 

.66 

Branch _ 

.67 

Kalkaska _ 

.65 

Calhoun _ 

.66 

Kent _ _ 

.66 

Cass  _ 

.67 

Keweenaw _ 

.64 

Charlevoix _ 

.65 

Lake _ 

.66 

Cheboygan  _ 

.65 

Lapeer  _ 

.64 

Chippewa 

.65 

LeeUmau _ 

.65 

Clare  _ - 

.65 

Lenawee _ _ _ 

.67 

Clinton _ 

.65 

Livingston _ 

.65 

Crawford 

.64 

Luce _ 

.65 

Delta _ - 

.64 

Mackinac  ____ 

.65 

Dickinson _ 

.64 

Macomb _ 

.65 

.65 

Manistee 

.66 

Emmet _ 

.65 

Marquette _ 

.64 

Genesee _ _ 

.64 

Mason  _ 

.66 

Gladwin _ _ 

.64 

Mecosta _ _ 

.65 

Gogebic _ 

.64 

Menominee  _ 

.64 

Grand 

Midland 

.64 

Traverse  — 

■  .65 

.  Missaukee _ _ 

.65 

MICHIGAN — Continued 


Rate  per  Rate  per 


County  ImsHel 

County  bushel 

Mcmroe _ 

$0.67 

Presque  Isle.. 

$0.64 

Montcalm _ 

.65 

Roscommon  _ 

.64  r 

Montmo- 

Saginaw  _ 

.64 

rency  _ 

.64 

Saint  Clair — 

.65 

Muskegon _ 

.66 

Saint  Joseph- 

.67 

.66 

RauIIiu* 

.64 

Oakland _ 

.65 

Schoolcraft  — 

.65 

Ocecma _ 

.66 

Shiawassee _ 

.64 

Ogemaw _ 

.64 

Tuscola _ 

.64 

Ontonagon _ 

.64 

Van  Buren... 

.66 

Osceola  _ 

.65 

Washtenaw _ 

.66 

.64 

Wayne _ 

.66 

Otsego _ 

.65 

Wexford _ 

.66 

Ottawa _ 

.66 

MINNESOTA 

Aitkin . 

$0.  57 

Marshall  . _ 

$0.51 

.59 

Martin 

.66 

Becker _ _ _ 

.53 

Meeker  _ _ _ 

.67 

Beltrami _ 

.53 

Mine  Lacs _ 

.67 

.57 

Morrison 

.56 

Big  Stone.. 

.54 

Mower _ _ 

.67 

Blue  Earth... 

.57 

Murray  _ _ _ 

.55 

Brown  _ 

.56 

Nlconet  _ 

.67 

.59 

Nobles 

.55 

Carver  _ 

.58 

Norman _ _ 

.61 

Cass  _ 

.55 

Olmstead  .... 

.67 

Chippewa  _ _ 

.56 

Otter  Tall _ 

.64 

Chisago _ 

.59 

Pennington  .. 

.61 

.52 

Pine 

.68 

Clearwater  .. 

.53 

Pipestone  .... 

.65 

.50 

Polk  . 

.51 

Cottonwood  _ 

.56 

Pope _ 

.56 

Crow  Wing... 

.56 

Ramsey _ _ 

.59 

Dakota _ 

.58 

Bed  Lake _ 

.61 

Dodge  - 

.57. 

Redwood _ 

.56 

Douglas _ 

.55 

Renville  _ _ _ 

.56 

Faribault _ 

.57 

Bice  ..... 

.67 

.58 

Rock 

.56 

Freeborn  _ _ 

.58 

Roseau _ 

.61 

Goodhue  _ 

.57 

Saint  Louis _ 

.69 

.54 

Scott 

.68 

Hennepin _ _ 

.59 

Sherburne _ 

.68 

.58 

Rlhley  ^ 

.67 

Hubbeurd  .... 

.54 

Steams _ _ 

.56 

Tnauit.l 

.68 

Rteela 

.67 

.57 

Rtevenn  ..  . 

.64 

JackAon 

.56 

Rwlft  _ 

.65 

TCanAhAR 

.58 

Todd 

.66 

Kandiyohi _ 

.56 

Traverse _ 

.63 

Kittson _ 

.50 

Wabasha _ 

.67 

Koochiching  . 

.54 

Wadena _ 

.65 

Lac  Qul  Parle. 

.55 

Waseca _ 

.67 

Lake  . . . 

.59 

Washington  .. 

.59 

Lake  of  the 

Watonwan _ 

.56 

Woods _ 

.52 

Wilkin  _ 

.53 

Le  Sueur _ 

.57 

Winona _ 

.58 

Lincoln _ 

.55 

Wright _ 

.58 

Lyon _ 

.55 

Yellow  Medl- 

McLeod _ 

.67 

cine _ 

.55 

Mahnomen  .. 

.52 

MISSISSIPPI 

All  counties _ $0. 71 

MISSOURI 

All  counties _ $0.  67 

MONTANA 


Beaverhead _ 

$0. 66 

Glacier _ 

$0.61 

Big  Horn _ 

.69 

Golden 

Blaine  _ 

.56 

VaUey  . 

.60 

Broadwater  .. 

.62 

Granite _ 

.65 

Uarhon  _ 

.61 

Hin 

.57 

Carter _ _ 

.66 

Jefferson _ 

.63 

Cascade _ _ 

.61 

Judith  Basin. 

.59 

Chouteau  ... 

.68 

Lake _ 

.65 

Custer _ _ 

.66 

Lewis  and 

Daniels _ 

.63 

Clark _ 

.63 

Dawson _ _ _ 

.62 

Liberty  _ _ 

.58 

Deer  Lodge — 

.64 

Lincoln  _ _ 

.66 

FaUon _ ..... 

.63 

McCone  _ _ 

.53 

Fergus  _ _ 

.58 

Madison 

.64 

Flathead  ...— 

.64 

Meagher _ 

.61 

GaUatln _ 

.63 

Mineral  ..... 

.66 

Garfield 

.55 

Missoula  .... 

.65 
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MONTAKA — Continued 


NORTH  DAKOTA — Continued 


Rate  per  Rate  per 

County  tmahel  County  bushel 

Musselshell _ $0. 59  Sanders _ _ _ 90. 6<S 

Park _  .63  Sheridan .63 

Petroleum .66  SUv^  Bow .  64 


Phillips _  .65 

Pondera _  .60 

Powder  River.  .67 

Powell  _  .64 

Prairie _  .64 

PavaUl . 65 

Richland _  .52 

Roosevelt _  .52 

Rosebud _  .67 


Adams _ $0.  62 

Antelope _  .50 

Arthur _  .60 

Banner _ i _  .60 

Blaine  _  .69 

Boone _  .60 

Box  Butte _  .  59 

Boyd _  .67 

Brown  _  .68 

Buffalo _  .61 

Burt _  .61 

Butler _  .62 

Cass  _  .63 

Cedar  _ _  .  69 

Chase  _  .63 

Cherry _  .68 

Cheyenne  ...  .61 

Clay . 62 

Colfax  _  .61 

Cuming _  .61 

Custer  _  .60 

Dakota _  .61 

Dawes _  .69 

Dawson _  .  61 

Deuel _  .61 

Dixon _  .60 

Dodge _  .62 

Douglas _  .63 

Dundy _  .64 

Fillmore _  .62 


Stillwater  ___  .  61 

Sweet  Orass _  .62 

Teton _  .60 

Toole _  .69 

TYeasm^ _  .66 

Valley _ _ _  .64 

Wheatland _  .61 

Wilbaux _  .  62 

Tellowstone..  .60 


Jefferson _ $0.63 


Johnson 

Kearney 

Keith 


Keya  Paha _  .  67 

Kimball _  .  61 

Knox _  .68 


Lancaster _  .63 

Lincoln  _  .  61 

Logan  _  .60 

Loup  _  .69 


Franklin _  .63 

Frontier _  .62 

Furnas _  .63 

Gage _  .64 

Garden _  .60 

Garfield _  .59 

Gosper _  .62 

Grant _  .69 

Greeley  _  .60 

Hall _  .  61 

Hamilton _  .61 

Harlan _  .63 

Hayes _  .63 

Hitchcock  ___  .  64 

Holt  _  .68 

Hooker _  .69 

Howard _  .60 


NEVADA 

All  counties _ $0. 80 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 


McPherson _  .60 

Madison _  .60 

Merrick _  .60 

Morrill _  .60 

Nance _  .60 

Nemaha _  .64 

Nuckolls _  .  63 

Otoe _  .63 

Pawnee _  .64 

Perkins _  .62 

Phelps _  .62 

Pierce _  .69 

Platte _  .60 

Polk  _  .  61 

RedWUlow_._  .63 

Richardson _  .64 

Rock _  .68 

Saline _  .63 

Sarpy _  .63 

Saunders _  .63 

Scotts  Bluff _  .  60 

Seward _  .63 

Sheridan _  .59 

Sherman _  .60 

Sioux  _  .69 

Stanton _  .60 

Thayer  _  .63 

Thomas _  .69 

Thmrston _  .  61 

Valley  _  .60 

Washington  _  .  62 

Waime _  .60 

Webster _  .63 

Wheeler  _  .  69 

York  . .  .61 


AH  counties _ _ 

NEW 

JQISET 

All  counties _ 

NEW 

MEXICO 

All  coimtles... 

NEW 

YORK 

All  counties 

NORTH 

CARCHJNA 

A^  counties _ 

nomra 

DAKOTA 

Adams  _ _ _ 

00.49 

Burke  ' _ 

Barnes  _ _ _ 

.60 

Burleigh  ..... 

BMison  ..... 

.48 

Cass  ...» _ 

miHnge  .... 

.47 

OavbUsr 

~.46 

TMckfly  ....M 

Bowman  .... 

.51 

Dlvld» _ _ 

County 

bushel 

County 

bushel 

Dunn  _ _ 

00.47 

Oliver _ 

00.47 

Eddy . 

.49 

Pembina  __ 

.60 

Emmons _ 

... 

.49 

Pierce 

.47 

Foster 

.49 

Golden 

Ransom _ 

.51 

VMley _ 

.49 

Renville _ 

.46 

Grank  Forks. 

.50 

Richland _ 

.53 

Grant  _ 

.48 

Rolette 

.47 

Griggs 

_ 

.49 

Sargent  _ 

_ 

-  .61 

Hettinger _ 

_ 

.48 

Sheridan _ 

.47 

Kidder _ 

.49 

Sioux 

.48 

La  Moure.. 

.50 

Slope  _ 

_ 

.60 

Logan  _ 

... 

.49 

Stark 

.46 

McHenry  .. 

.46 

Steele 

.60 

McIntosh _ 

.49 

Stutsman  _ 

.50 

McKenzie  . 

.49 

Towner _ 

.48 

McLean  _ 

.46 

Traill _ 

.60 

Mercer _ 

.46 

Walsh 

.  60 

Morton _ 

... 

.47 

Ward  _ 

!46 

Mountrail  . 

.47 

Wells  _ 

.48 

Nelson  .... 

— 

.49 

Williams _ 

-- 

.49 

OHIO 

Adams _ 

$0.71 

Licking _ 

$0.70 

Allen  _ 

.69 

Logan _ 

.70 

Ashland _ 

.70 

Lorain 

.71 

Ashtabula  _ 

.72 

Lucas _ 

.69 

Athens  .... 

•  • 

.72 

Madison _ 

.70 

Augulaize  - 

.69 

Mahoning  _ 

.72 

Belmont _ 

... 

.73 

Marlon _ 

.70 

Brown  _ 

.71 

.  71' 

Butler  _ 

__ 

.69 

Meigs _ 

__ 

.72 

Carroll _ 

.72 

Mercer _ 

.67 

Champaign 

... 

.70 

Miami _ 

.69 

Clark  ... 

.  70 

Monroe _ 

.73 

Clermont _ 

__ 

.71 

Montgomery 

.69 

Clinton  .... 

.71 

Morgan _ 

.72 

Columbiana 

.72 

Morrow _ 

.70 

Coshocton  - 

.71 

Muskingum 

.71 

Crawford _ 

.70 

Noble  “ _ 

.72 

Cuyahoga  _ 

.71 

..  Ottawa _ 

_ 

.70 

Darke _ 

.68 

Paulding _ 

.68 

Defiance  _ 

.68 

Perry _ 

... 

.71 

Delaware _ 

.70 

Pickaway _ 

.70 

Erie  .  .  . 

.70 

Pike 

.71 

Fairfield _ 

.. 

.70 

Portage _ 

.71 

Fayette _ 

.70 

Preble . 

.68 

Franklin _ 

.70 

Putnam _ 

.69 

Fulton _ 

.69 

Richland  — 

.70 

Gallia _ 

’.72 

Ross  _ 

.71 

Geauga _ 

.71 

Sandusky  _ 

.70 

Greene _ 

.70 

Scioto _ 

.71 

Guernsey _ 

.72 

Seneca  .... 

.70 

Hamilton _ 

.70 

Shelby  .... 

-- 

.69 

Hancock _ 

.69 

Stark _ 

.71, 

Hardin 

.69 

Summit  _ _ 

.71 

Harrison _ 

.72 

Trumbull 

__ 

.72 

Henry _ 

.69 

Tiucarawas 

— 

.71 

Highland _ 

.71 

Union _ 

.70 

.71 

Van  Wert_« 

.68 

Holmes _ 

__ 

.71 

Vinton _ 

.71 

.70 

Warren 

.70 

Jackson  _ 

.71 

Washington 

.73 

Jefferson _ 

.73 

Wayne  _ 

.71 

Knox _ 

.70 

Williams 

.69 

Lake  _ 

.71 

Wood  _ 

.69 

Lawrence _ 

— 

.71 

Wyandot  ... 

— 

.70 

OKLAHOMA 

All  counties. 

$0. 71 

OREGON 

All  counties. 

$0.  76 

FENNSTLVANIA 

All  counties. 

$0.74 

RHODE 

ISIAND 

All  counties. 

00.70 

SOUTH  1 

CAROLINA 

All  counties. 

00.71 

SOUTH 

DAKOTA 

AunMra  _ _ 

00.60 

Bon  H<»nme. 

00.66 

Beadle  _ _ 

.. 

.60 

BrobklngR  ... 

.64 

...  .40  Bennett  .....  .64  Brown. 


SOUTH  OAK07JV — Continued 


Rate  per  Rate  per 


County 

bushel 

County  bushel 

Brule 

-00.53 

Kingsbiuy _ 

00. 53 

Buffalo 

.  .63 

Lake _ 

.63 

Butte 

.  .62 

Lawrence  .___ 

.62 

Campbell _ 

.  .60 

Lincoln 

.66 

Charles  Mix. 

.  .64 

Lvman 

.53 

Clark 

.  .62 

McCook  _ 

.64 

Clay 

-  .68 

McPherson _ 

.60 

Codington _ 

.  .63 

Marshall  ^... 

.61 

Corson 

-  .60 

Meade 

.52 

Custer  .. _ 

-  .66 

Mellette 

.54 

Davison 

.  .63 

Miner 

.63 

Day _ 

.  .52 

Minnehaha  _ 

.65 

Deuel 

.  .64 

Moody 

.54 

Dewey 

.  .62 

Pennington _ 

.63 

Douglas  ____ 

-  .54 

Perkins 

.50 

Hanson 

.63 

Potter _ 

.  S2 

Edmunds _ 

.  .61 

Roberts 

.62 

Pall  River... 

.  .66 

Sanborn 

.63 

Faulk  . . 

-  .62 

Shannon  .... 

.65 

Grant _ 

.  .64 

Spink _ 

.52 

Gregory  .... 

-  .64 

Stenley 

.63 

Haakon  .... 

-  .63 

Sully 

.63 

Hamlin _ 

.  63 

Todd 

54 

Hand  . 

.63 

Hughes 

..  .63 

Turner  _ 

.56 

Hutchinson  _ 

.  .65 

Union 

.58 

Hyde _ 

-  .63 

Walworth  ___ 

.62 

Jackson  .... 

.  .63 

Washabaugh  _ 

.64 

Jerauld _ 

.  .63 

Yankton  .... 

.67 

Jones  _ 

.  .63 

Ziebach 

.62 

TENNESSEE 

All  counties _ $0.71 


TEXAS 

All  counties _ 60.  76 

UTAH 

All  counties _ $0.78 

VERMONT 

All -counties _ $0.70 

VIRGINIA 

All  counties _ 60. 71 

WASHINGTON 

All  counties _ 60. 72 


WEST  VIRGINIA 

All  counties _ 


$0.73 


WISCONSIN 


Adams _ $0.62 

Ashland _  .63 

Barron _  .60 

Bayfield _  .61 

Brown  _  .61 

Buffalo _  .59 

Burnett _  .69 

Calumet _  .61 

Chippewa  ...  .61 

Clark  _  .61 

Columbia  ...  .61 

Crawford _  .62 

Dane  _  .63 

Dodge -  .62 

Door _  .  61 

Douglas _ _  .  60 

Douglas _  .59 

Eau  Claire...  .  60 

Florence _  .63 

Fond  du  Leu:.  .61 

Forest  _  .63 

Grant _  .62 

Green _  ,63 

Green  Lake..  .  62 

Iowa _  .63 

Iron  _  .63 

Jackson _ .'  .61 

Jefferson  _ _  .63 

Juneau _ _  .  62 

Kenosha _ _  .64 

Kewaunee  ...  .61 

Lacrosse  _ _  .60 

Lctfayette _  .63 


Langlade _ $0.62 

Lincoln _  ,  62 

Manitowoc  ...  .61 

Marathon  ...  .  62 

Marinette  ...  .  63 

Marquette  ...  .  62 

Menominee  ..  .62 

Milwaukee  ..  .  64 

Monroe _ _  .  61 

Oconto _ _  .62 

Oneida _  .63 

Outagamie  _  .61 

Ozaukee _ _  .  63 

Pepin _ _  .69 

Pierce _ _  ,69 

Polk _  .69 

Portage _  .62 

Price _  .62 

Racine _  .64 

Rlchlan'' _  .61 

Rock _  .63 

Rusk _ _  .  61 

Saint  Croix _  .  69 

Sauk _  .63 

Sawyer _  .61 

Shawano _  .62 

Sheboygan _  .62 

Tasdor  _* _  .62 

Trempealeau  _  .  60 

Vernon  _ _  .  60 

Vilas _  .63 

Walwortti  ...  .63 

Washburn  ...  .60 
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naU  per  Bate  per 

County  bushel  County  bushel 
Waablngton  _  f0.€8  Wnuehara  ...  #0.82 

-WaukeetM _  .84  WlnnetMgo  __  .81 

WatQMca _  .82  Wood -  .82 

WTOMZNO 

All  counties — _ — - —  #0.68 


(b)  Premiums  and  discounts.  Tbe ' 
basic  loan  and  purchase  rates  shall  be 
adjusted  as  applicable  by  premiums  and 
discounts  as  follows  (all  footnotes  at  end 
of  paragrs^) : 

Cents  per 


Premiums:  *  bushel 

Orsde  UJS.  No.  1 .  2 

Orsde  UJ8.  No.  2 .  1 

Test  weight: 

Heavy  _  1 

Bxtva  heavy _ _ _ 2 

Dlsoounts: 

Grade  UH.  No.  4  on  the  factor  of 
test  weight  only  but  otherwise 

UH.  No.  8  or  better _  3 

Grade  tTH.  No.  4  because  of  being 
"badly  stained  or  materially 

weathered" _  2 

Garlicky  _ 3 

Weed  control  dlsooimt  (where  re¬ 
quired  by  1  1421.26) -  10 


*  Premiums  shall  not  be  applicable  to 
"badly  stained  or  materially  weathered"  oats. 

(c)  Other  faetors.  Amounts  deter- 
mined  by  CCC  to  represent  discounts  for 
quality  factors  not  specified  above  which 
affect  the  value  of  the  oats,  such  as  (but 
,  not  limited  to)  low  test  weight,  foreign 
material,  heat  damage,  percent  of  sound 
cultivated  oats,  wild  oats,  moisture,  sour, 
stones,  musty,  ergoty.  weevlly,  smutty, 
and  bleached.  Such  discounts  will  be  es¬ 
tablished  not  later  than  the  time  delivery 
of  oats  to  CCC  begins  and  will  thereafter 
be  adjusted  from  time  to  time  as  CCC 
determines  appropriate  to  refiect  changes 
in  market  condltlozis.  Producers  may  ob¬ 
tain  schedules  of  such  factors  and  dis¬ 
counts  at  county  ASCS  ofBces  approxi¬ 
mately  one  month  prior  to  the  loan  ma¬ 
turity  date. 

Effective  date:  August  24,  1976. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on:  Au¬ 
gust  17, 1976. 

Sekuiy  O.  Loowick, 
Acting  Executive  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration. 

JPB  Doc.78-24780  Filed  8-23-76:8:45  ami 


(COC  Grain  Price  Support  Reg.,  1976  Crop 
Bye  Supplement) 

PART  1421— GRAINS  AND  SIMILARLY 
HANDLED  COMMODITIES 

1976  Crop  Rye  Loan  and  Purchase  Program 

On  July  3,  1975,  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  regarding  loan  and  purchase 
rates  for  1976  crop  rye  and  operating 
provisions  to  carry  out  the  1976  crop  rye 
loan  and  purchase  program  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
28094). 

Several  responses  were  received  from 
Interested  individuals.  These  responses 
ranged  from  requests  suggesting  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  price  support  level  to  ex¬ 


tending  the  maturity  date  for  three 
years. 

After  consideration  of  all  responses, 
and  other  factors,  it  has  been  determined 
that  loan  and  purchase  rates  for  1976 
crop  rye  on  a  national  average  will  be 
Increased  to  $1  per  bushel.  Support  rates 
at  the  county  level  refiect  adjustments 
necessary  to  refiect  changes  in  rail 
freight  rate  structure  and  historical 
prices  received  by  farmers  by  State  and 
district.  Loans  as  in  1975  will  not  have 
identical  matmity  dates  but  will  mature 
in  the  case  of  farm  stored  loans  on  de¬ 
mand  but  not  later  than  the  last  day  of 
the  eleventh  calendar  month  following 
the  month  the  loan  is  disbursed,  and  in 
the  case  of  warehouse  stored  loans,  cm 
demand  but  not  later  than  the  last  day 
of  the  eleventh  calendar  month  following 
the  month  the  warehouse  receipt  was 
issued.  Other  operating  provisions  for 
the  1976  crop  remain  the  same  as  those 
for  the  1975  crop. 

The  General  Regulatl<ms  Oovemlng 
Price  Support  for  the  1976  and  Subse¬ 
quent  Crops,  published  at  41  FR  23334, 
and  any  amendments  thereto,  and  the 
1970  and  Subsequent  Rye  Loan 

and  Purchase  Program  Regulations,  pub¬ 
lished  at  35  FR  10355  and  any  amend¬ 
ments  to  such  regulations  are  further 
supplemented  for  the  1976  crop  rye.  CFR 
S  1421.350  through  i  1421.353  and  the 
title  of  the  subpart  are  revised  to  read 
as  provided  below,  effective  as  to  the  1976 
crop  of  rye.  The  material  previously  ap¬ 
pearing  in  these  sections  shall  remain  in 
full  force  and  effect  as  to  the  crops  to 
which  it  is  applicable. 

Subpart — 1976  Crop  llyo  Loan  and  fttrchaM 
Program 

Sec. 

1421.360  Purpose. 

1421.361  AvaUabllity. 

1421.362  Maturity  of  loans. 

1421.353  Loan  and  purchase  rates. 

Authoritt:  Secs.  4  and  S,  82  Stat.  1070,  as 
amended  (16  UA.O.  714b  and  e)  Secs.  106, 
401,  63,  Stat.  1061,  as  amended  (7  D.S.O.  1441 
note  and  1421). 

§  1421.350  Purpose. 

This  supplement  contains  program 
provisions  which,  together  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  general  regulatioBS  govern¬ 
ing  price  support  for  the  1976  and  subse¬ 
quent  crops,  the  1970  and  Subsequent 
CrcHis  Rye  Loan  and  Purchase  Program 
regulations,  and  any  amendments 
thereto,  apply  to  loans  and  purchases 
with  respect  to  the  1976  crop  of  rye. 

§  1421.351  Availability. 

(a)  Loans.  A  producer  desiring  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  program  through  locms 
must  request  a  loan  on  his  1976  crop  of 
eligible  rye  on  or  before  March  31,  1977. 

(b)  Purchase.  Producers  desiring  to 
offer  eligible  1976  crop  rye  not  under 
loan  for  purchase  must  execute  and  de¬ 
liver  to  the  coimty  ASCS  ofBce  on  or  be¬ 
fore  February  28, 1978,  a  purchase  agree¬ 
ment  (Form  CCC-614)  indicating  the 
i^proximate  quantity  of  1976  crop  rye 
they  will  seU  to  CCC.' 

§  1421.352  Maturity  of  loans. 

Loans  mature  in  the  case  of  farm 
stor^  loans  on  demand  but  not  later 


than  the  last  day  of  the  eleventh  cal¬ 
endar  month  following  the  month  the 
loan  is  disbursed,  and  in  the  case  of 
wardKMise  stored  loans,  on  demand  but 
not  later  than  the  last  day  of  the 
eleventh  calendar  month  following  the 
month  the  warehouse  receipt  was  is¬ 
sued. 

§  1421.353  Loan  and  purchase  rates. 

(a)  Basic  loan  and  purchase  rates 
(counties) .  Basic  county  rates  per  bushel 
for  loan  and  settl«nent  purposes  for  lye 
are  established  for  rye  gitkUng  UB.  No. 
2  or  better,  or  U.S.  No.  3  on  the  factor 
of  test  weight  only  and  are  as  follows: 


Rate  per 

County  bushel 

All  counties _ $1.  li 

Ahizoka 

All  counties _ $1. 08 

Arkansas 

All  counties _ #1.  06 

Calitornia 

Rate  per  Rate  per 

County  bushel  County  bushel 

Alameda - 81.26  San  Joaquin.. 81. 26 

Los  Angeles —  1. 26  All  other 

Sacramento  __  1.26  coimtles _  1  12 

San  Diego 1. 26 

San  nan- 
clsoo _  1. 26 

Colorado 

All  counties _ 80. 94 

Connecticut 

All  counties _ 81.09 

Drlawarb 

All  counties _ _ _ 81. 14 

Plchuda 

AU  counties _ ...  81. 18 

Georgia 

All  counties _ _ _ _ _ _  81. 18 

Idaho 

AU  counties _ _ _ ... _ 81.03 

Illinois 

Cook . 81. 12  AU  other 

8t.  Clair _ _  1.12  counties  ....  81.08 

Indiana 

All  counties _ 81.04 

Iowa 

Pottawat-  AU  other 

tanUe - 81.03  counties  ...  80.99 

Woodbury  ...  1. 03 

Kansas 

Wyandotte  ..  81. 03  AU  other 

counties _ 80.93 

KENTUCKY 

AU  counties _ - _ _ _ 81. 11 

LOUISIANA 

Zhst  Baton  West  Baton 

Rouge - 81.27  Rouge _ 8187 

Jefferson _ _  .  1. 27  AU  other 

Orleans  _  1.27  counties  ..  1  06 

St.  Charles...  1.27 

ICAINE 

AU  counties...... _ _ _  81  09 

MARYLAND 

Baltimore  All  other 

City  _ _ 81.25  counties  ...  81.14 

IfASSACHUSETTS 

All  counties _ 81.09 

MJCmOAN 

All  counties _ 80. 98 
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CoMrty  hmahai  €foma*f  Imakti 

BmnDtpin.  — _  $1.04  All  oCbev 

Bt.  liWito  ■-  1. 04  couBttea  ___  $0. 88 

MTIBSIFH 

AU  BOWtitiM _ 81. 13 

IfZSSOOBX 

St.  Looli _ 81. 18  All  other 

oeuntlM  __  81.08 

MOimtir* 


AH  oouatiM _ 80.84 

KXEBASKA 

AD  eoontles _ 80. 83 

IfXVADA 

All  eountles _ 80. 88 

MXW  RAMPSHIU 

All  counties _ 81. 08 

^EW  J EhSET 

An  counties _ 81. 11 

NEW  MEZICX> 

An  counties _ 80. 98 

MEW  YORK 

AllMaqr _ 81. 25  All  othw 

New  Tack  counties  —  81. 08 

Oltr _  1. 25 

NORTH  CSBOUNA 

An  counties _ _ _ 81. 18 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

AU  counties _ 80.88 

OHIO 

AU  counties _ 81.04 

OKIaAROBCA 

All  counties - $1.01 

OEseotv 

ClRtsop  — ....  81.25  All  other 

Multonomah  .  1. 25  counties  — .  81. 12 

PENNSTXTANIA 

PhUadelphU  .  81. 25  AU  other 

counties _ 81. 08 

RHODE  ISLAND 

AU  counties _ 81. 08 


^  SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Obarteston  _  81. 25  AU  ottier 

counties  ..  81. 18 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

AU  counties _ 80.  82 

TSNNE88EB 

8heU>7 _ 81.18  AU  other 

counties  _  81. 18 

TEXAS 

Oslreston  _  81. 27  San  Patrldo..  81.27 

Harris _  1. 27  All  other 

Jefferson  1. 27  counties  1. 06 

Nueces  - -  1. 27 

UTAH 

AU  counUss - 80.83 

TIXMCHIT 

AU  counties _ -  81.08 

TIRGIHIA 

Chesapeake  All  other 

(Norfolk)  ^  81. 25  counties  —  81- 14 

WASHIHGTON 

(Uark  -  -  81.25  Pierce  _ _ 81.25 

OowUta  _  1. 25  AU  Other 

wing _ 1. 26  counties  1. 12 

VEST  VXBGINIA 

AU  oountlas - H 


WX8COMB1N 


llUwaukee  _ 81. 18 

AU  other  counties -  1.04 

WTOAOMa 

AU  counties _  8.93 


(b)  Prentiusw  and  discounts.  The  b«Ale 
TAtos  shall  be  adjusted  by  praniums  mr 
dlBcounte  86  follows: 

Cents  per 
bnsAeZ 

(1)  Class  premiums  amt  discounts: 

(1)  Piemiuins: 

Rye  Orading  T7R.  Na  1 _ _ _  1 

Bye  Grading  UJS.  Na  3  on  ac¬ 
count  of  being  •^In” _ _ 

(H)  EMscounts:  ’‘Thin’'  ryo  (per¬ 
cent)  : 

15.1  to  17J> _  1 

17.1  to  19U _  2 

18.1  to  21.0 -  3 

21.1  to  23U _  4 

23.1  to  26.0_ .  6 

Weed  control  discount  (where  re¬ 
quired  by  11421.26) _  10 

(c)  Other  factors:  Amounts  det»- 
mined  by  CCC  to  reju-esent  market  dis¬ 
counts  for  quality  factors  not  specified 
above  which  affect  the  value  of  rye  such 
as  (but  not  limited  to)  moisture,  weevily, 
stones,  musty,  sour,  ergoty,  and  heating. 
Such  discounts  will  be  established  ap¬ 
proximately  erne  month  prim:  to  the  loan 
maturity  date  for  rye  and  will  thereafter 
be  adjusted  from  time  to  time  sts  CCC 
determines  appropriate  to  reflect  changes 
in  market  conditions.  Producers  may  ob¬ 
tain  schedules  of  such  factors  and  dis¬ 
counts  and  adjustments .  thereof  at 
county  ASC8  offices  approximately  one 
numth  prkH*  to  the  loan  maturity  date  or 
as  soon  thereafter  as  practicable. 

Eflectiye  date:  August  24. 1976. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  17.  1976. 

Seexet  Q.  L(U>WICK, 
Acting  Executive  Vice  President. 
Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion. 

[PR  Doc.76-347ei  FUed  8-23-73;8:46  am) 


[CCC  Grain  Prlc«  Support  Regs.,  1876  Crop 
Wheat  Supplement] 

PART  1421— DRAINS  AND  StMtLARLY 
HANDLED  COMMODlTlCS 

Subpart — 1976  Crop  Wheat  Loan  and 
Purchase  Program 

On  July  3.  1975,  notice  of  proposed 
mlonaklng  regarding  loan  and  purchase 
rates  for  1976  crop  wheat  and  operating 
provisions  to  carry  out  the  1976  crop 
wheat  loan  and  purchase  program  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Registbs  (40 
FR  28094). 

Several  responses  were  received  from 
Interested  individuals.  These  responses 
ranged  from  requests  suggesting  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  price  support  level  to  ex¬ 
tending  the  maturity  date  for  three 
years.  ... 

After  consideration  ot  all  respemses, 
and  other  factors,  it  has  been  determined 
that  loan  and  purchase  rates  for  1976 
crop  wheat  on  a  natidnal  average  will  be 
Increased  to  $1.50  per  busheL  Supp(xl 
rates  at  the  coimty  level  reflect  adjust¬ 


ments  necessary  to  reflect  changes  In  rail 
freight  rate  structure  and  historical 
prices  received  by  fannen  by  State  and 
district.  Loans  as  in  1975  will  not  have 
Identical  maturite  dates  but  win  mature 
In  the  case  of  farm  stored  loans  on  de¬ 
mand  but  not  later  than  the  last  day  of 
the  eleventh  calendar  month  following 
the  month  the  loan  is  disbursed,  and  in 
the  case  ot  warHiouse  stored  loans,  on 
demand  but  not  later  than  the  last  day 
of  the  Seventh  calendar  month  follow¬ 
ing  the  month  the  warehouse  recehTt  was 
Issued.  Other  operating  provisions  for 
the  1976  crop  remain  the  same  as  those 
for  the  1975  crop. 

The  General  Regulations  Governing 
Price  Support  for  the  1976  and  Subse¬ 
quent  C^rops,  published  at  41  ER  22334, 
and  any  amendments  thereto,  and  the 
1970  and  Subsequent  Ch-ops  Wheat  Loan 
and  Purchase  Program  R^nlatlons.  pub¬ 
lished  at  35  FR  8204  and  9106,  and  any 
amendments  to  such  regulations  are  fur¬ 
ther  supplemented  for  the  1976  crop 
wheat.  CFR  9  1421.485  through  9  1421.488 
and  the  title  of  the  subpart  are  revised 
to  read  as  provided  b^w,  effective  as  to 
the  1976  crop  of  wheaL  The  material  pre¬ 
viously  appearing  in  these  sections  shall 
remain  in  full  force  and  effect  as  to  the 
crops  to  which  it  Is  applicable. 

Subpart — 1976  Crop  Whaat  Loan  and  Purchato 

WRgiam 

See. 

1421.485  AvailRbUity. 

1421.486  ICaturlty  of  loans, 

1421.487  IneUglble  classes. 

1421.488  Loan  and  purchase  rates.  ' 

Authositt:  Sacs.  4  and  6.  62  8tat.  1070,  as 
amended  (15  UJ3.C.  714b  and  c);  Secs.  107, 
401.  63  Stst.  1051,  as  amended  (7  T7B.O. 
1445s.  1421). 

§  1421.4S5  AvaiUbUity. 

(a)  Loans.  A  producer  desiring  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  program  through  loans 
must  request  a  loan  on  his  1976  crop  of 
eligible  adiest  on  m:  before  March  31. 
1977. 

(b)  Purchases.  Producers  desiring  to 
offer  eligible  1976  crop  wheat  not  under 
loan  for  purchase  must  execute  and  de¬ 
liver  to  the  county  A8CS  office  on  or  be¬ 
fore  February  28. 1978,  a  purchase  agree¬ 
ment  (Form  CCC-614)  indicating  the 
approximate  quantity  of  1976  crop  wheat 
t^y  will  sell  to  CCC. 

§  1421.486  Maturity  of  loans. 

Loans  mature  in  the  case  of  farm 
stored  loans  on  demand  but  not  later 
than  the  last  day  of  the  Seventh  cal¬ 
endar  month  following  the  month  the 
loan  is  disbursed,  and  in  the  case  of 
warehouse  stmred  loans,  on  demand  but 
not  later  than  the  last  day  of  the  elev¬ 
enth  calradar  month  following  the 
month  the  war^iouse  receipt  was  issued. 

§  1421.487_  Ineligiltle  classes. 

.  The  class,  Red  Dunun  Wheat,  shall  not 
be  eligible  for  loan  or  purchase. 

§  1421.488  Loan  and  purchase  rates. 

(a)  Basic  loan  and  purchase  rates 
(counties).  Basic  rates  per  bushel  for 
loan  and  settlement  purposes  for  wheat 
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are  established  Xor  wheat  grading  UJ3. 
No.  1  and  are  as  .follows: 

County  JUnte  per  Bushel 


Mobile _ $1.87 

All  othM*  oo\mtle8 _ _  1. 48 


ASIKONA 


All  counties _ $1. 88 

All  counties _ 81.49 


cautohnia 


Rate  per  Rate  per 


County  bushel 

County  bushel 

Alameda _ 

81.80 

Riverside  . 

81.61 

Alpine _ - _ 

1.81 

Sacramento  - 

1.  60 

Amador  _ 

.  1.64 

Ban  Benito... 

1.62 

Butte  - 

1.88 

San  Bemar- 

Calaveras  .... 

1.64 

dine _ 

1.70 

Colusa _ 

1.68 

San  Diego.... 

1.60 

Contra  Costa. 

1.64 

8€m  Pranoisco. 

1.60 

El  Dosado- — 

1.68 

San  Joaquin.. 

1.69 

Fresno  _ 

1.69 

San  Buis 

Olenn _ 

1.67 

Obispo  .... 

1.68 

Humboldt  ... 

1.46 

San  Mateo.... 

1.60 

Impertol _ 

1.61 

Swta 

Inyo - 

1.67 

Barbara  _ 

1.69 

Kern  _ _ 

1.64 

Santa  Clara — 

1.63 

Kings _ 

1.61 

Santa  Cruz — 

1.64 

LtUce - - - 

1.67 

Shasta - 

1.47 

1.46 

Sierra _ 

1.48 

IMS  Angeles — 

1.60 

Siskiyou _ 

1.46 

Maderb - 

1.62 

Solano _ 

1.64 

Marin _ ... — 

1.62 

Sonoma _ 

1.61 

Marlpo^  — — 

1.62 

8tanifda\i6  — 

1.66 

Mendodno  — 

1.  81 

Sutter - 

1.63 

Merced  - - 

1.66 

Tclhama _ 

1.63 

1.46 

Tnlare 

1.61 

Monterey  .... 

1.80 

Tuolomne _ 

1.62 

Napa _ 

1.63 

Ventura _ 

1.66 

Orange _ 

1.69 

Yolo  . 

1.64 

Placer  — - — 

1.63 

Yuba _ 

1.63 

Plumas _ 

1.46 

OOhOUADO 


Adams  ... - 

81. 36 

La  Plata - 

81.26 

Alamosa  .. — - 

1.32 

Larimer  _ _ 

1.86 

Anq>aboe 

1.36 

Las  Animas  _. 

1.38 

Archuleta  — 

1.28 

Lincoln  _ _ 

1.86 

1. 88 

Logan  _ _ _ _ _ 

1.36 

Bent  _ _ _ 

1.86 

M^ _ 

1.26 

1.84 

MTnffat 

1.32 

Chaffee - 

1.82 

Montezuma  .. 

1.26 

Cheyenne 

1.86 

Montrose  ____ 

1.26 

Ctmehos  _ _ _ 

1.82 

Morgan _ 

1.86 

nnaAlllK 

1.82 

1.86 

Crowley 

1.86 

Oiiray _ _ 

1.26 

1.84 

Philllpa 

1.85 

Delta _ 

1.26 

Pitkin _ 

1.26 

1.86 

Prnwnrs 

1. 87 

Dolores  _ _ - 

1.26 

Pueblo _ _ 

1.86 

Douglas _ 

1.36 

Rio  Blanco... 

1.29 

Eagle - - 

1.20 

Rio  Grande... 

1. 82 

Elbert _ 

1.86 

Routt _ 

1.82 

El  Paso - 

1.86 

Saguache  .... 

1.82 

Frem(;mt 

Oarfidd 

1.84 

San  Miguel — . 

1.26 

1.20 

Sedgwick  _ _ _ 

1.86 

1.82 

Riimmlt 

1.29 

HuerfWno 

1.86 

TeUer _ 

1.84 

Jackson _ _ 

1.32 

Washington  .. 

1.36 

Jefferson _ 

1.34 

Weld _ 

1.86 

Kiowa _ _ 

Kit  Carson  ..... 

1.86 

1.86 

Yuma _ 

1.36 

coNNicncxrr 

All  counties  ..... _ 81.  80 


MLAWABS 


All  counties  .... _ ..... _ 81*83 

SUNUDA 

All  counties  81<47 


All  counties  _ _ ...................  81.47 


ibabo  Imdiana — Continued 


Rate  per 

Bstte  per 

Rate  per 

Rate  per 

County  bushel 

County  bushel 

County  bushel 

County  bushel 

Ada - 81.48 

Oem _ 1 

81.46 

Clay  - 1 

81.63 

Miami 

81.  61 

Adams  _ 

1.48 

CkMdlng _ 

1.46 

Clinton  - 

1.61 

Monroe  — . 

1.62 

Bannoek  _ 

1.48 

Idaho _ 

1.68 

Crawford  .... 

1.67 

Montgomery  _ 

1.63 

Bear  Lake.... 

1. 41 

Jefferson  .... 

1.40 

Daviess _ 

1.68 

Morgan  - - 

1.  61 

Benewah  .... 

1.66 

Jerome _ 

1.46 

Dearborn  _ _ 

1.62 

NewUm  _ 

1.88 

Rtngham _ 

1.41 

Kootenai - 

1.64 

Decatur  _ _ 

1.82 

Noble  . . 

1.62 

1.  41 

1.66 

De  Kalb _ 

1.62 

Ohio  .... - 

1.62 

1.46 

1.40 

Delaware 

1.62 

Orange  _ 

1.66 

Bonner _ _ _ 

1.48 

Lewis  _ 

1.63 

Dubois _ 

1.64 

Owen  _ _ 

1.62 

Bonneville _ 

1.40 

Lincoln  — ... 

1.44 

Elkhast _ 

1.64 

Parke _ 

1.66 

Boundfuy  .... 

1.46 

Madison - 

1.40 

Fayette - 

1.62 

Perry _ _ _ - 

1.53 

Butte  _ 

1.40 

Minidoka  .... 

1.44 

Floyd  - - 

1.67 

Pike  _  - 

1.  63 

Camas _ _ 

1.42 

Nez  Perce. 

1.66 

Fountain 

1.66 

Porter _ _ _ 

1.69 

1.46 

Oneida _ _ 

1.44 

Franklin 

1.62 

Posey  _ _ 

1.60 

Caribou _ _ 

1.42 

Owyhee - 

1.44 

Fulton _ 

1.66 

Pulaski 

1.68 

Cassia  ... _ 

1.44 

Payette - 

1.46 

Gibson _ 

1.62 

Putnam  _ _ 

1.61 

Clark . 

1.38 

Power _ 

1.44 

Grant - 

1.51 

Randolph _ 

1.62 

Clearwater _ 

1.54 

Shoshone  .... 

1.64 

Greene _ 

1.63 

Ripley  _ 

1.62 

Custer _ _ _ 

1.40 

Teton - 

1.39 

Hamilton  .... 

1.62 

Rush  _ - 

1.62 

Elmore _ 

1.44 

Twin  Falls - 

1.46 

Hancock - 

1.62 

Saint  Joseph- 

1.67 

Franklin _ 

1.44 

Valley - 

1.44 

Harrison _ 

1.67 

Scott  . 

1.65 

Fremont _ 

1.39 

Washington  .. 

1.46 

Hendricks _ 

1.61 

Shelby  _ 

1.62 

Henry  _ 

1.62 

^>enoer _ 

1.63 

nxiNOis 

Howi^ _ 

1.61 

Starke _ 

1.68 

1.61 

Lee  _ 

81.68 

Huntington _ 

1.61 

Steuben _ 

1.62 

Alexander  .___ 

1.64 

Livingston  — 

1.68 

Jackson - 

1.63 

Sullivan  _ _ 

1.63 

Bond _ 

1.57 

Logan _ 

1.63 

Jasper _ - _ 

1.  68 

Switzerland _ 

1.63 

Boone  _ 

1.60 

McDonough  .. 

1.63 

Jay - 

la  62 

Tippesnaoe  __ 

1.64 

Brown _ 

1.61 

McHenry  .... 

1.69 

Jefferson  . 

1.  65 

Tipton - 

1.61 

Riirea.li 

1.67 

McLean _ 

1.66 

Jennings  - 

la  6d 

Union _ _ 

1.62 

Calhoun 

1.68 

Maoon - 

1.63 

Johnson  _ 

la  61 

Vanderburgh  . 

1.62 

Carroll  _ 

1.66 

Macoupin  .... 

1.67 

Knox  _ _ _ 

1  a  62 

Vermillion  __ 

1.66 

risM 

1.63 

Madison _ 

1.68 

Kosciusko  — 

1.  66 

Vigo  . 

1.64 

Champaign _ 

1.67 

Marlon _ 

1.67 

Lagrange 

1. 61 

Wabash _ 

1.61 

Christian  .... 

1.66 

Marshall _ 

1.66 

Lake _ 

1.  69 

Warren  _ 

1.  67 

Clark  _ _ 

1.  S3 

Mason _ 

1.61 

La  Porte - 

1. 69 

Warrick _ 

1.63 

Clay _ 

1.63 

Massae _ 

1.63 

Lawrence 

1.  63 

Washington  . 

1.66 

.  Clinton _ 

1.67 

Menard _ 

1.61 

Madison  _ _ _ 

1.62 

Wayne  _ 

1.62 

Coles _ 

1.66 

Mercer _ 

1.66 

Marion - 

1.62 

Wells  _ 

1.62 

Cook _ 

1.69 

Monroe  _ _ 

1.68 

Marshall - 

1.66 

White . — 

1.67 

Crawford  .... 

1.62 

Montgomery  _ 

1.87 

Martin  _ 

1.63 

Whitley  _ 

1.  61 

Cumbeiiand  . 

1.63 

Morgan _ 

1.56 

De  Kalb . 

1.69 

Moultrie _ _ 

1.64 

DeWltt _ 

1.63 

Ogle  - 

1.67 

Pottawat- 

All  other 

Douglas _ 

1.64 

Peoria _ 

1.66 

tamle _ 

81.69 

counties _ 

81.  47 

DuPage _ 

1.60 

Perry _ 

1.67 

KANSAS 

iSdgar _ 

1.66 

Platt - 

1.63 

Edwards  .... 

1.63 

Pike  . 

1.62 

Allen  _ _ 

81.64 

Greeley  _ 

81.36 

EfBngham  .... 

1.  56 

P<^ _ 

1. 61 

Anderson 

1.67 

Greenwood  _ 

1.60 

Fayette _ 

1.66 

Pulaski _ 

1.64 

Atchison 

1.69 

Hamilton  .... 

1.87 

Ford  _ 

1.67 

Putnam - 

1.66 

Barber  _ _ 

1.43 

Harper _ 

1.46 

Franklin  .... 

1.67 

Band<dph - 

1.88 

Barixm _ _ 

1.48 

Harvey _ 

1.46 

Fulton _ _ 

1.66 

Richland  .... 

1.62 

Bourbon  .... 

1.  68 

Haskell . 

1.88 

OaUatln - 

1.60 

Rock  Island.. 

1.66 

Brown _ _ — 

1.  67 

Hodgeman  ... 

1.42 

1.  67 

Saint  Clair... 

1.88 

Butler  ... _ 

1.47 

JcuksoQ _ 

1.66 

Grundy  ... _ _ 

1.60 

Saline _ 

1.61 

Chase _ 

1.60 

Jefferson  — . 

1.68 

Hamilton  .... 

1.61 

Sangamon _ - 

1.66 

Chautauqua  . 

1.60 

JeweB _ — 

1.47 

Hancock _ 

1.61 

Schuyler  _ _ 

1.61 

Cherokee  .... 

1.62 

Johnson  _ _ 

1.69 

Hardin - 

1.60 

Scott _ 

1.63 

Cheyenne _ 

1.36 

Kearny _ 

1.87 

Henderson  ... 

1.63 

Shelby  . . 

1.68 

Clark  _ 

1.40 

Kingman  .... 

1.46 

L^ 

1. 66 

may 

1.48 

Kiowa  _  _ 

1.43 

Iroquois - 

LSO 

Stephenson 

1.88 

Cloud _ 

1.48 

Labette _ 

1.  62 

Jackson  _ 

1.66 

Tazewell _ 

1.63 

Coffey  _ _ 

1.66 

liana _ _ 

1.41 

Jasper _ 

1.62 

Union  _ _ _ 

1.64 

Cmnanche _ _ 

1.41 

Leavenworth  _ 

1.69 

L67 

1.68 

1.47 

T.tnfloln 

1.46 

Jersey - - 

1.68 

Wabash  _ _ _ 

1.62 

Crawford  .... 

1.63 

Linn _ 

1.67 

Jo  Daviess.... 

1.66 

Warren - 

1.56 

Decatur  _ _ 

1.39 

Logan  _ 

1.37 

Johnson - 

1.64 

Washington  .. 

1.87 

Dickinson _ _ 

1.47 

Lyon _ 

1.62 

Kane - 

1.60 

Wayne _ 

1.63 

Doniphan  _ _ 

1.67 

McPherson _ _ 

1.46 

1.  60 

White  .  _  _ 

1.80 

1.68 

Marion 

1.46 

Kendall _ _ 

1.69 

Whiteside  ... 

1.67 

Edwards  _ _ _ 

1.43 

MarshaU _ 

1.  62 

1.  68 

win 

1.69 

snk  .  .  _ 

1.50 

Meade 

1.40 

Lake  .... - 

1.69 

Williamson  _ 

1.66 

Ellis  _ 

1.43 

Mliuni 

1.68 

LaSalle . 

1.69 

Winnebago  .. 

1.58 

Ellsworth _ _ 

1.46 

Mitchen _ 

1.46 

Lawrence  .... 

1.62 

Woodford _ 

1.66 

Finney _ _ 

1.38 

Montgomery  . 

1.62 

Ford _ _ 

1.41 

Morris _ - 

1.60 

ZimXAlfA 

Franklin  .... 

1.68 

MortOn  - _ ... 

1.39 

81.62 

81.61 

1.80 

Nemaha 

1.64 

1.82 

1. 62 

1.41 

Neosho 

1.68 

Bartholomsw  . 

1.62 

OarrciU  _ _ _ 

L68 

Graham  ..... 

1.43 

MM». - 

1.42 

1.87 

1.86 

Grant 

1.87 

- 

1.48 

Blackford  ... 

1.62 

Clark  . 

1.87 

Gray _ _ 

1.40 

Oeage  ... — . 

1.86 
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tUlfS  AND  IEGULA7IONS 


■•iWiK  OonOntied 


mtUper 

Koto  per 

Counif  to 

Commit 

baakel 

Osborne  _ 

31.46 

Shawnee  _ 

.MM 

31.83 

Ottawa _ 

1.47 

Shsrtdan  _ _ 

1.40 

Pawnee  — 

1.43 

ShiirmMi _ 

■MM 

LS5 

Phimpa_____ 

1.48 

Smith 

1.46 

Pottawatomie 

1.64 

Stafford  _ 

1.43 

Pratt _ 

1.48 

Stanton  __. 

1.87 

BawUns 

1.36 

1.30 

Reno 

1.46 

1.46 

1.48 

1  fn 

nioA 

1.46 

"1.4* 

BUey _ 

L63 

Wabaunsee 

__ 

1.68 

Books 

1.44 

Wallace _ 

__ 

>L86 

Bush  -  - 

1.48 

Washington 

1.60 

BussMl 

1.44 

Wichita  _ 

1.36 

n&iine 

1.47 

Wilson 

1.83 

Soott  . 

1.37 

1.63 

Sedgwick _ 

1.46 

Wyandotte  _ 

__ 

1.00 

Seward  _ _ _ 

1.39 

XXNTUCKT 

Jeffersim  ____ 

31.68 

All  other 

counties  _ 

— 

31.60 

LOUIBIANa 

■ast  Baton 

West  Baton 

Bouge  _____ 

31.68 

Bouge  _ 

31.68 

JeffMson  ___ 

1.68 

All  other 

Orleans  ____ 

1.68 

oounttes  _ 

1.88 

Saint  Charlea_ 

1.68 

MAZm 

All  coimtiM _ _ _ #1. 47 

lIARTX.Ain> 

Baltlmor*  AU  other 

Ctt7  ______  $1. 99  counttoe _ $1.  S3 

VASBACHtrsnrs 

All  counttoe _ $1. 49 


mCHSUM 


Alcona  ____ 

31.42 

Alger  - 

1.43 

AllAgAn 

1. 61 

Alpena  -  - 

1.39 

Antrim  _____ 

1.39 

Arenac  _ 

1.43 

Baraga  _ 

1.43 

Barry _ _ 

1.60 

Bay _ 

1.47 

Benzie _ 

1.42 

Berrien  _____ 

1.66 

Branch _ 

1.  62 

nBlVirtiTn 

1.81 

Cass _ _ 

1.82 

Charlevoix  _ 

1.88 

Cheboygan  _ 

1.88 

Chippewa  _ 

1.43 

Cl*.re  .  . 

1.45 

Clinton  ____ 

1.48 

Crawford  _ 

1.42 

Delta  ____ 

1.43 

Dickinson  _ 

1.  43 

1.  50 

Emmet _ _ 

1.36 

Oeneesee  ___ 

1.80 

Oladwln 

1.46 

Oogebie  _ _ 

Orand 

1.43 

Traverse _ 

1.42 

1.48 

Hillsdale  _ 

1.63 

Houghton  _ 

L43 

Huron  _ _ 

1.49 

Ingham  - 

1.60 

L48 

Iosco  _ 

1.48 

Bon _ 

1.43 

Isabella _ _ 

1.47 

Jackson 

1.61 

Kalamaaoo  _ 

1.61 

Kalkaska 

1.48 

w>ne 

1.43 

Keweenaw  _ 

1.43 

Lake _ 91.44 

lApeer _ _  1. 60 

Leelanau _ 1. 41 

Lenawee _ 1. 64 

Livingston _  1. 61 

Luce _  1. 43 

Mackinac  ___  1. 43 

Macomb _ _  1. 63 

Manistee _  1. 43 

Marquette  ___  1.43 

Mason _  1. 46 

Mecosta _  1. 47 

Menominee  __  1.43 

Midland _  1.47 

Missaukee _ 1. 42 

Monroe _  1.  66 

Montcahn _  1. 48 

Mont¬ 
morency  _  1. 30 

Muskegon _  1. 48 

Newaygo _ 1. 46 

Oakland _  1. 63 

Oceana _  1.46 

Ogemaw _  1.43 

Ontonagon  _  1. 43 

Osceola _ 1. 44 

Oscoda _  1.42 

Otsego _ 1.30 

Ottawa _ 1. 48 

Presque  Isle _ 1.38 

Roscommon  _  1.42 

Saginaw _  1. 60 

Saint  Clatr _ 1.63 

Scdnt  Josefih.  1. 62 

Sanilac _ _  1. 60 

Schoolcraft  _  1. 43 
Shlawaaaee  _  1. 60 
Tusoote  ____  1.60 

Van  Boren _ 1. 61 

tWBsbitvww  _  1. 63 

Whyne _ _  1. 63 

Wtaford _ 1.42 


KIHiraMTA 


MISSOURI — Continued 


aateper 

Bats  per 

Commit  bwaksl 

Commit  InmAsI 

Aitkin  ____ 

31.68 

31.63 

Anoka _ _ 

1.69 

Meeker _ 

1.69 

Becker  _ _ _ 

1.69 

MiUe  Lacs _ 

1.63 

Beltrami  ____ 

1.62 

Morrison _ 

1.67 

Benton  _ 

1.68 

Mower  ______ 

XJSJ 

Big  Stone__-_ 

1.60 

Murray 

1.62 

Blue  Earth _ 

1.67 

Nicollet 

1.69 

Brown 

1.67 

Nobles  - 

1.  61 

CarltiHi _ _ 

1.69 

Norman  ____ 

1.67 

1.69 

1,  fi7 

riam  .  . 

1.66 

ntlMr  T>ll 

ga 

Ch4>pewa _ 

1.63 

Pennington  _ 

1.88 

Chisago  ___ 

1.69 

1.  na 

Clay  1 _ 

1.67 

Pipestone  ___ 

1.69 

Clearwater  _ 

1. 61 

Polk _ 

1.68 

Cottonwood  _ 

1.64 

Pope  _  _ 

1.68 

Crow  Wing _ 

1.67 

Rymney  .  . 

1.69 

Dakota  _ _ _ 

1.69 

Bed  Lake__ 

1.68 

Dodge _ _ 

1.69 

Bedwood _ 

1.66 

Douglas  ____ 

1.64 

BenvlUe _ _ 

1.87 

Faribault _ 

1.66 

1.60 

Fillmore 

1.66 

1.60 

Freeborn  ____ 

1.66 

Roseau 

1.64 

Ooodhue  _ _ 

1.69 

Saint  Louis _ _ 

1.69 

rvrtt.nt 

1.62 

Bcott 

UM) 

Hennepin _ _ 

1.69 

Sherburne  __ 

1.69 

Houston 

1.62 

Sibley _ 

1JI9 

Hubbard  ____ 

1.62 

Steanis _ _ 

L67 

TiULntI 

1.69 

Itasca 

1.67 

1.63 

Jackson  _ _ _ 

1.68 

Swift _ 

1.63 

Kanabec _ 

1.68 

Todd _ 

1.66 

Kandiyohi  __ 

1.67 

Trayerse  ____ 

1.69 

Kittson  ____ 

1.63 

Wabasha  ___ 

1.68 

Koochiching  _ 

1.63 

Wadena  _ _ _ 

1.68 

Lac  Qul  Parle. 

1.  61 

Waseca _ _ _ 

1.68 

Lake  of  the 

Washington  _ 

1.69 

Woods _ 

1.67 

Watonwan  __ 

1.66 

Le  Sueur _ _ 

1.69 

Wilkin _ 

1.69 

Lincoln _ 

1.69 

Winona  _ _ 

1.66 

Lyon 

1.62 

WHght 

1.  60 

McLeod _ 

1.69 

Telibw 

Mahnomen  _ 

1.69 

Medicine _ 

1.63 

Marshall _ _ 

1.56 

MISSISSIPPI 

Harrison  ____ 

31.68 

All  other 

Jackson _ _ 

1.68 

oountles _ 

31.49 

MISSOURI 


Adair  _ 

31.46 

Dent _ 

31.49 

Andrew _ 

1.67 

Douglas _ _ 

1.44 

Atchison  __ 

1.62 

Ihinklln 

1.61 

Audrain _ 

1.  61 

Franklin  _ _ 

1.67 

Barry  _ 

1.47 

Oasconade _ _ 

1.64 

Barton _ 

1.61 

Gentry _ 

1.63 

1.  66 

1.47 

1.51 

1.  61 

Boilinger _ 

1.61 

Harrison  ____ 

1.63 

Boone  _ 

— 

1.48 

Henry _ 

1.64 

Buchanan  _ 

1.69 

Hickory  _ _ 

1.61 

Butler _ _ 

1.60 

Holt  _ 

1.66 

Caldwell _ 

__ 

1.66 

Howard  _ _ 

1.48 

Callaway _ 

1.50 

Howell _ _ 

1.42 

Camden _ 

1.49 

Iron  _ 

1.61 

Cape 

Jackson  _ 

1.59 

Girardeau 

1.62 

Jasper  _ 

1.60 

Carroll  ____ 

1.64 

Jefferson 

1.64 

Carter _ 

1.48 

Johnson  ____ 

1.66 

Cass  _ 

1.66 

Knox  _ _ 

1.46 

Oertftr 

1.  60 

1.46 

Charlton  _ 

1.52 

Lafayette  ____ 

1.67 

Christian  _ 

1.44 

Lawrence  ____ 

1.47 

Clark 

1.47 

Lewis  ___  __ 

1.48 

Clay  ___  _ 

1.67 

1.  66 

Clinton  _ _ 

L67 

1.62 

Cole  _ 

1.49 

Livingston  __ 

1.63 

Cooper _ 

1.48 

McDonald  __ 

1.47 

Crawford  _ 

_ 

L61 

Macon  _ _ _ 

1.49 

Dade 

1.49 

1.  61 

Dallas  _ _ 

1.40 

1.  62 

1.64 

L60 

De  Kalb-__. 

1.66 

Mercer  _ _ _ 

1.00 

Bots  per 

Mate  per 

Countt  buahel 

Miller  _  ai.48 

cSuntp  XnUhel 

Mississippi _ 

1.63 

Saint  Charles- 

1.67 

Moniteau  ____ 

1.46 

Saint  Clair _ 

1.62 

Monroe  _ 

1.60 

Saint 

Montgomery  _ 

1.64 

Genevieve  _ 

1.62 

Morgan  _ _ _ 

1.49 

Saint  Francis. 

1.62 

New  Madrid _ 

1.63 

Saint  Louis--. 

1.67 

Newton  _ 

1.47 

1.62 

1.44 

Nodaway  _ 

1.65 

Schuyler  ____ 

Oregon _ _ 

1.46 

Scotlimd  ____ 

1.44 

Osage - 

1.60 

Scott  ___  _ 

1.63 

1.48 

Osark . . 

1.42 

Shannon 

Pemiscot  _ _ _ 

1.57 

Shelby 

1.49 

Pwry  _ _ 

1.61 

Stoddard _ 

1.52 

Pettis 

1. 61 

Stone _ _ 

1.47 

Phelps _ 

1.49 

1.49 

1.44 

Pike'  . . . 

1.63 

Taney _ _  _ 

Platte _ _ _ _ 

1.67 

Texas  _ 

1.  46 

Pt^ 

1.49 

Vemnn  ______ 

1.  63 
1.  56 

Pulaski  - 

1.47 

Warren _ 

Putnam  ____ 

1.48 

Washington  _ 

1.52 

1.60 

Wayne  ____ 

1.60 

Band(dph  _ 

1.49 

Webster  ____ 

1.46 

Ray 

L67 

Wrwth 

1.53 

Beynolds  ___ 

1.49 

Wright . 

1.48 

MONTAHA 

Beaverhead  __ 

31.39 

McCone  _ _ _ 

31.40 

Big  Horn _ 

1.40 

Madison _ 

1.48 

Blaine _ _ 

L41 

Meagher 

1.44 

Broadwater  _ 

1.48 

Mineral  _ 

1.48 

Carbon _ _ 

1.41 

Missoula  ___ 

1.46 

Carter  _ 

1. 41 

Musselshell  _ 

1.41 

Cascade  __  _ 

L44 

Park 

1.45 

Cbouteau  __ 

1.44 

Petroleum _ 

1.40 

Custer  ____ 

1.40 

Phtiiipn 

1.40 

Daniels  _ _ 

1.39 

Pondera _ 

1.44 

Dawson  ____ 

1.41 

Powder  River. 

1.40 

Deer  Lodge___ 

1.48 

Powell  _ _ _ 

1.46 

Fallon 

1.42 

Prairie  _____ 

1.41 

Fergus _ _ 

1.43 

Ravalli  ____ 

1.44 

Flathead _ _ 

1.47 

Richland _ _ 

1.41 

Oallatin _ 

1.46 

Roosevelt  ____ 

1.40 

Garfield  —  _ 

1.89 

Rosebud 

1.39 

Glacier _ _ 

1.44 

Sanders  _ _ _ 

1.46 

Golden  Val- 

Sheridan _ 

1.40 

ley - 

1.48 

Silver  Bow__ 

L46 

Granite _ 

1.46 

Stillwater  _ 

1.43 

Hin _ 

1.42 

Sweet  Grass  _ 

1.44 

Jefferson 

1.46 

Teton  __  _ 

1.44 

Judith 

Toole _ _ 

1.43 

Basin  _ 

1.43 

Treasure _ 

1.40 

1.46 

Valley 

1.39 

1.44 

Lewis  and 

Wheatland  __ 

Clark  _ 

1.44 

Wibaux  _ 

1.42 

Liberty  _ _ 

Lincoln  _ 

1. 43  Trilowstone  _ 
1.47 

NEBRASKA 

1.41 

Adams  _ 

31.46 

Deuel  _ 

81.36 

Antelope _ 

1.64 

IMvon  .  _____ 

1.66 

i.ee 

Arthur  _ _ 

1.37 

Dodge  _ 

Banner  _ 

1.34 

Douglas 

1.69 

Blaine 

1.44 

Dundy 

1.36 

Boone  _ 

1.64 

Fillmore _ _ 

1.49 

Box  Butte _ 

1.34 

Franklin  ____ 

1.44 

Boyd _ 

1.51 

Frontier _ _ 

1.39 

Brown  _ 

1.44 

Furnas  __  _ 

1.42 

Buffalo  -  _ 

1.47 

1.52 

1.36 

Burt  _ 

1.69 

Garden  _ 

Butler _ 

1.66 

Garfield 

1.48 

Cass 

1.68 

Gosper 

1.42 

Cedar 

1.65 

Grant  _ 

1.37 

Chase _ 

1.36 

Greeley 

1.50 

Cherry 

1.40 

Hall  _ . 

1.48 

Cheyenne  __ 

1.34 

Hamilton  ____ 

1.60 

Clay  . . 

1.47 

Harlan _ 

1.43 

Colfax  _ _ 

1.66 

Hayes _ 

1.38 

Cuming  ___ 

1.68 

Hitchcock  _ 

1.38 

Custer  _____ 

1.44 

Holt  _  _ 

1.  61 

Dakota - 

1.68 

Hooker  _ _ _ 

1.38 

Dawee _ _ 

LM 

1.48 

1.61 

Dawson  ___ 

1.48 

Jefferson 

RtGiSTII.  VOl.  41,  »«0.  145— TUESDAY,  AUGUST  24.  1976 


RUliS  AND  REGUiATlONS 


35705 
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Bate  per  Bate  per 


County 

bushel 

County  bushel 

_ _ §1,  52 

prvll-  ^ 

91.53 

Kearny  .... 

„  1.44 

Red  WUlow— 

1.99 

Keith  . 

1.37 

Richardson  .. 

l.SS 

1. 46 

1.47 

1.34 

Saline 

1.51 

Knox  _ 

1.64 

Sarpy _ 

1.69 

Lancaster  - 

__  1.66 

Saunders _ 

1.58 

Lincoln _ 

1.41 

Scotts  Bluff _ 

1.34 

__  1. 41 

Seward _ 

1.64 

Loup _ 

1.44 

Sheridan _ 

1.35 

McPherson 

--  1.40 

Sherman  .... 

1.47 

Madison _ 

„  1.64 

Sioux  _ 

1.32 

Merrick _ 

1.61 

Stanton 

1.66 

Morrill 

-  1. 34 

Thayer 

1.49 

__  1. 62 

Thomas _ 

1.41 

Nemaha _ 

—  1. 62 

Thurston _ 

1.68 

Nuckolls _ 

1.46 

Valley _ 

1.47 

Otoe _ 

__  1. 66 

Washington  - 

1.69 

Pawnee  ____ 

__  1.64 

Wavne  _ 

1.66 

__  1.36 

Webster _ 

1.46 

Phelps _ 

„  1.43 

Wheeler _ 

1.60 

Pl«rce _ 

__  1.64 

York . 

1.61 

Platte _ 

..  1.64 

KXVADA 

91.  45 

NEW  HAMPSHIRX 

All  counties 

91.49 

KXW  JKBSXT 

All  counties _ $1. 63 


NEW  MEXICO 

All  counties.. 

NEW  YORK 

91.90 

Albany  _ 

.  91.66  Another 

New  York 

counties _ 

91.51 

City . 

_  1.66 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

All  counties _ - _ $1. 47 


MOBTH  DAKOTA 


Adams _ 

91.41 

McKenzie _ 

91.39 

Barnes _ 

1.64 

McLean  _ _ 

1.41 

Benson _ 

1.47 

Mercer _ 

1.41 

HIIlIngB 

1.40 

Mfifton 

1.44 

Bottineau 

1.41 

Mountrail _ 

1.40 

Bowman  .... 

1.41 

Nelson  _ _ 

1.63 

1. 39 

Oliver 

1.42 

Burleigh  _ 

1.46 

Pembina  .— 

1.62 

Oass  - - 

1.66 

Pierce _ 

1.44 

Cavalier _ 

1.48 

Ramsey _ 

1.49 

Dickey _ 

1.64 

Ransom _ 

1.87 

nivirie  ... 

1.38 

Renville 

1.41 

Dunn _ 

1.41 

Richland  — . 

1.68 

Eddy  - . - 

1.60 

Rolette _ 

1.44 

Emmons 

1.48 

Sargent _ 

1.67 

Poster _ 

1.51 

Sheridan  .... 

1.44 

Golden 

Sioux _ . 

.  1.43 

Valley _ 

1.40 

Slope  _ 

1.41 

Grand  Forks _ 

1.66 

StiHk  _ 

1. 41 

Grant _ 

1.43 

Steele _ 

1.54 

Griggs - 

1.64 

Stutsman _ 

1.62 

Hettinger _ 

1.41 

Towner  _ 

1.45 

Kidder _ 

1.48 

Tram . 

1.66 

La  Moure-..- 

1.62 

Walsh  - . . 

1.64 

1.  60 

Ward  _ 

1.40 

1.42 

WflIlR 

1.48 

Mclntoc^  — . 

1.60 

WllUams _ 

1.39 

OHIO 

Adams  _ 

91.63 

Clinton  _ 

91.63 

Allen  _ 

1.64 

Columbiana  . 

1.68 

Ashland _ 

1.67 

Coshocton _ 

1.67 

Ashtabula  _ 

1.69 

Crawford  .. .. 

1.63 

Athens  _ 

1.66 

Cuyahoga 

1.67 

Aiiglaira 

1.63 

TlarkA 

1.63 

Belmnnt  _ 

1.67 

1.  63 

1.63 

... 

1.66 

Butler  _ 

1.63 

Erie _ 

1.66 

Carroll _ 

1.67 

Fairfield _ 

1.66 

Champaign _ 

1.68 

Fayette _ 

1.63 

Clark  _ r._ 

1.B8 

Franklin  _ _ 

1.66 

Clermont  — . 

1.63 

Fulton _ 

1.66 

OHIO — OontlmiM 

Bate  per  Bate  per 

Countp  Xnuhel  County  huahel 

Oallla _ fl.63  Morgan  _ 91.57 

Oeauga  _  1. 69  Mcmttow  -  1. 57 

Greene _  1.63  Musklngvun. _ 1.67 

Guernsey _  1. 67  Noble  _  1. 67 

Hamilton _  1. 63  Ottawa -  1.  66 

Hancock _  1. 56  Paulding -  1. 68 

Hardin _  1. 66  Perry _  1. 66 

Harrison _  1.67  Pickaway -  1.66 

Henry  .  1.  65  Pike  .  1.  53 

Highland _  1.53  Portage  -  1.67 

Hocking .  1. 66  Preble  .  1. 68 

Holmes _  1.57  Putnam _  1.66 

Huron  _  1. 66  Richland _  1. 67 

Jackson _  1.63  Ross  _ '  1.66 

Jefferson _  1.57  Sandusky  —  1.66 

Knox  _  1.67  Scioto .  1.63 

Lake _  1.59  Seneca _  1.66 

Lawrence _  1. 63  ahelby -  1. 63 

Licking _  1. 67  Stark  _  1. 57 

Logan _  1. 53  Summit _  1. 67 

Lorain  _  1.57  Trumbull _  1.56 

Lucas  _  1.56  Tuscarawas _ 1.57 

Madison _  1. 53  Union _  1. 56 

Mahoning _  1.59  Van  Wert  1.63 

Marlon _  1.66  Vinton _  1.66 

Medina _  1.67  Warren _  1.68 

Meigs  _  1.53  Washington  .  1.67 

Mercer  _  1.63  Wayne  _ _  1.57 

Miami _  1.63  WUllams _  1.66 

Monroe  _  1.67  Wood  _  1.66 

Mcmtgomery  _  1.63  Wyandote _  1.66 


OKLAHOMA 


91. 61 

IjS  Flore _ 

91.63 

Alfalfa _ 

1.49 

Lincoln  _ 

1.53 

Atoka  _ 

1.63 

Logan  _ _ 

1.62 

1.44 

Love  L 

1.53 

Beckham  — — 

1.62 

McClain _ 

1.63 

Blaine  _ 

1.62 

BfcCurtaln  — 

1.63 

Bryan _ 

1.53 

McIntosh 

1.63 

Caddo  _ 

1.63 

Major _ 

1.61 

Canadian _ 

1.63 

Marahall _ 

1.  63 

1.63 

Mayes 

1.61 

ChercAee _ 

1.61 

Mtnray  _ 

1.63 

Choctaw  _ 

1.63 

Muskogee 

1.63 

Cimarron _ 

1.43 

Noble  _ 

1.61 

Cleveland _ 

1.53 

Nowata _ 

1.61 

Coal  _ _ 

1.63 

Okfuskee _ 

1.63 

Comanche _ 

1.63 

CHclaboraa _ 

1.63 

Cotton _ 

1.63 

Okmulgee _ 

1.63 

Craig - 

1.61 

Osage  - 

1.61 

Creek  _ 

1.62 

Ottawa _ 

1.61 

Custer  _ 

1.62 

Pawnee _ 

1.61 

Delaware _ 

1.61 

Payne  _ 

1.52 

Dewey  _ 

1.61 

Pittsburg  -___ 

1.63 

EUls  . 

1.46 

Pontotoc  .... 

1.53 

Garfield - 

1.51 

Pottawa- 

Garvin - 

1.63 

tomle _ 

1.53 

Grady _ 

1.63 

PiinhtnAtAhY  _ 

1.53 

Grant  _ 

1.49 

Roger  Mills _ 

1.60 

Greer  _ 

1.63 

Rogers  _ 

1.61 

Harmon _ 

1.63 

Smnlncde  .. .. 

1.53 

Harper _ 

1.44 

Sequoyah  .... 

1.53 

HaskcU  . 

1.53 

Stephens  .... 

1.53 

Hughes _ 

1.63 

Texas  _ 

1.44 

Jackson _ 

1.63 

Tillman _ 

1.63 

Jefferson  — — 

1.63 

Tulsa _ _ _ 

1.51 

Johnston _ 

1.63 

Wagoner 

1.61 

Kay - 

1.60 

Washington  - 

1.51 

Kingfisher  — 

1.58 

Washita _ 

1.62 

1.63 

Woods 

1.49 

Latimer _ 

1.63 

Woodward _ 

1.49 

OREGON 


Baker  - 

.  91.66 

.  1.62 

GUllam  _ 

Grant  _ 

-  91.65 
_  1.60 

Clackamas  .. 

_  1.69 

Harney _ 

.  1.46 

Clatsop - 

.  1.76 

Hood  River.. 

_  1.71 

Columbia _ 

.  1.76 

Jackson _ 

.  1.46 

Coos _ 

_  1.42 

Jefferson _ 

-  1.63 

ClOOiS. _ 

-  1.60 

Josephine  _ 

.  1.46 

_  1.41 

Klamath _ 

_  1.64 

Deschutes  .. 

_  1.60 

Lake _ 

.  1.61 

Douglas  .... 

.  1.46 

Lane _ 

.-  1.60 

oanoi* — Cbn  tinned 


Countp 

Bate  per 
bushel 

County 

Bate  per 

buehsl 

Llnccdn  — 

—  91.52 

Tillamook  . 

—  91.69 

Unn _ 

_ 1. 68 

Umatilla  — 

...  1.63 

kfolheiur _ 

_.  1.46 

Union _ 

...  1.58 

Marlon  — — 

—  1.67 

Wallowa _ 

._  1.66 

Mmtow  — 

—  1.63 

Wasco  _ 

._  1.67 

Multnomah 

-.  1.76 

Washington 

.  1.69 

Polk  _ 

1.65 

Wheelm* 

._  1.62 

Sherman  ... 

—  1.66 

Yamhill  ... 

...  1.67 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Philadelphia  _ $1. 66 

All  other  counties _  1. 51 


RHODE  ISLAND 

All  counties _ 91.  50 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 


All  other  counties 

1.47 

SOUTH 

DAKOTA 

« 

Aurora _ 

91.54 

Jackson  _ 

91.45 

Beadle _ 

1.53 

Jerauld  _ 

1.64 

Bennett _ 

1.41 

Jones _ 

1.47 

Bon  Homme. 

1.  67 

Kingsbury _ 

1.64 

Brookings  _ 

1.57 

Lake _ 

L66 

Brown  _ _ 

1.63 

Lawrence  _ 

1.39 

Brule  _ 

1.61 

Lincoln  _ 

1.69 

Buffalo _ 

1.61 

Lyman _ 

1.48 

Butte _ 

1.39 

McCook _ 

1.  67 

Campbell 

1.46 

McPherson _ 

1.50 

Charles  Mix _ 

1.63 

Marshall  .... 

1.67 

Clark  . . 

1.53 

Meade  _ 

1.40 

Clay  _ 

1.69 

Mellette _ 

1.46 

Codington _ 

1.67 

Miner  _ 

1.66 

Corson _ 

1.43 

Minnehaha  _ 

1.68 

Custer  _ 

1.  33 

Moody  _ 

1.68 

Davison _ 

1.67 

Pennington  - 

1.40 

1.57 

Perkins  _ _ 

1.40 

1.60 

Potter 

L48 

Dewey  _ 

1.43 

Roberts _ 

1.69 

Douglas _ 

1.53 

Sanborn  _ ‘ 

1.64 

Edmimds 

1.50 

Shannon  .... 

1.40 

Fall  River _ 

1.38 

Spink _ 

1.63 

Faulk _ 

1.62 

Stanley  _ 

1.47 

1.  60 

Sully 

l.<ft 

Gregory _ 

1.50 

Todd . . 

1.46 

Haakon _ 

1.46 

Tripp  — . 

1.48 

Hamlin  _ 

1.66 

Turner _ 

1.68 

Hand  _ 

1.  63 

Union  _ 

1.69 

Hanson  _ 

1.64 

Walworth _ 

1.48 

Harding _ 

1.40 

Washabaugh. 

1.45 

Hughes  _ 

1.49 

Yankton  _ _ 

1.66 

Hutchinson  _ 

1.86 

Ziebach _ 

1.41 

Hyde _ 

Shelby _ 

1.  51 

Tennessee 

91.69 

All  other  counties _ 

1.48 

TEXAS 


Andrews _ 

—  91.61 

Chambmss _ _ 

91.73 

Azchcr  .... 

._  1. 66 

Cherokee _ 

1.67 

Armstrong  . 

—  1. 61 

Chllthess  — - 

1.63 

Atascosa _ 

._  1. 66 

Clay - 

1.67 

Bailey _ 

1.81 

Cochran _ 

1.51 

Bandera _ 

1. 61 

1.62 

Bastrop _ 

—  1.66 

Coleman _ 

1.56 

Baylor _ 

..  1. 65 

Collin _ 

1.60 

Bee _ 

—  1.73 

CoUings- 

Reii 

—  1.66 

worth _ 

1.51 

Bexar _ 

..  1.66 

CoDoal  _ 

1.65 

Blanco _ 

„  1. 63 

Comanche _ 

1.60 

Borden _ 

._  1.61 

Concho  _ 

1.67 

Bosque _ 

._  1.62 

Cooke  _ 

1.58 

Bowie _ 

—  1.68 

Coryell _ 

1.64 

_ 1. 70 

rv>ttie 

1.61 

Briscoe  _ 

._  1. 61 

Crosby  _ 

1.61 

Brown  _ 

—  1.59 

Colberson  .... 

1.61 

Burleson _ 

1.70 

Dallam - 

1.48 

Burnet _ 

1.63 

Dallas _ 

1.62 

Caldwell  — 

._  1.66 

Dawson _ 

1.  61 

Calhoun _ 

._  1.69 

Deaf  Smith _ 

L61 

Callahan  .. 

._  1. 66 

Delta _ — 

L61 

Carson  .... 

„  L61 

Denton _ 

1.60 

Castro  ..— 

—  1.61 

DeWItt . . 

1.97 
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WASHINGTON — Continued 


Bote  per 


County  tnuhel 

Dickens  - - •1.61 

Dimmit  - _ —  1.  69 

Donley  _ _ — .  1.61 

EastUind _ _  1. 65 

Edwards  _ _ _  1.66 

Ellis  _  1. 63 

El  Paso _ 1. 61 

Eratn _  1. 60 

Palls _  1. 64 

Pannln  _ _ _  1. 68 

Fisher _ _  1.52 

Floyd  _  1. 61 

Foard _  1.63 

Frio _  1.63 

Oalnes _ -  1.61- 

Oalveston  __  1. 75 

Garza _  1. 61 

Gillespie _ _  1. 69 

Glasscock _  1. 51 

C^lad _ 1. 69 

Gray _ _  1. 61 

Grayson _ _  1. 58 

Grimes _ _  1.70 

Guadalupe  1. 65 

Hale  _  1.61 

Hall _  1. 61 

Hamilton  __  1.62 

Hansford  _ _ -  1. 48 

Hardeman  _  1. 63 

Harris _ _  1.76 

Hartley _  1. 48 

HaskeU _  1. 53 

Hays -  1. 65 

Hemphill  _ _ _  1. 48 

HUl  . . .  1.  62 

Hockley _ 1.61 

Hood .  1.69 

Howard _ _  1. 51 

Hudspeth  1. 51 

Hunt _  1. 61 

Hutchinson  _  1.48 

lalon _  1. 63 

Jack _ _  1. 67 

Jackson _ _  1. 65 

Jeff  Davis -  1. 61 

Jefferson  1.71 

Johnson _ _  1. 61 

Joaes  _ _  1. 63 

Karnes _  1. 69 

Kaufman  1.63 

Kendall _  1. 63 

Kent  _ _ _  1. 51 

Kerr  _ _  1.  59 

Kimble  1.  67 

King _  1.61 

Kinney _ _  1. 55 

Knox _ _  1.53 

1.68 

Lamb  _ _  1. 61 

Lan^iasas _  1. 64 

Limestone  ___  1. 64 
Lipscomb  1.48 

live  Oak _ _  1.71 

Uano _ ^  1.61 

Loving _  1. 61 

Lubbock _  1. 61 

Lynn _ _  1. 61 

McCulloch _  1. 69 


Bate  per 


County  biiahsi 
McLennan  _  $1.04 

Martin _ 1. 61 

Mason  _ _  1. 69 

Maverick  1. 65 

Medina  _  1. 61 

Menard _ _  1. 67 

Midland _  1. 61 

Milam  _  1. 68 

Mills _  1.60 

MltcheU _  1.62 

Montague  _  1. 57 

Moore _ _  1.48 

Motley _  1.61 

Navarro _  1. 63 

Nolan _  1. 62 

Nueces _ _  1. 75 

Ochiltree _  1.48 

Oldham _ 1. 51 

Palo  Pinto _ 1. 67 

Parker _  1. 69 

Parmer _ _  1. 61 

Pecos _  T.  51 

Potter _ _  1.61 

Presidio _  1. 51 

Randall _  1.61 

Real  _  1. 67 

Reeves _ -  1.61 

Refugio - 1. 72 

Roberts _  1. 48 

Robertson _ 1. 67 

Rockwall _ -  1. 61 

Runnels _  1.55 

San  Patricio _ 1. 76 

San  Saba.._  1. 60 
S(dileicber  ...  1.63 

Scurry  _  1. 62 

Shackelford  .  1. 55 

Sherman _ _  1.48 

Somervell  —  1. 69 

Stephens _ _  1.  66 

Sterling _  1. 52 

Stonewall _  1.61 

Sutton _ _  1. 63 

Swisher _ ...  1.61 

Tarrant  _ _ _  1. 62 

Taylor _ —  1. 63 

Terry _ _  1. 61 

Throckmor¬ 
ton  _ _  1. 66 

Tom  Green _ _  1. 64 

Travis _ _  1.65 

Uvalde _ 1. 68 

Van  2Sandt._  1. 63 

Viotorla _  1. 69 

Waaer _  1. 70 

Ward  _  1. 61 

Wharton  _ _  1.70 

Wheeler _ ....  1. 61 

Wichita _ 1. 66 

Wilbarger  .....  1. 55 

Williamson  ..  1.65 

Wilson _  1. 67 

Wise _  1. 68 

Toakum _ _  1. 61 

Toung _ - _ _  1. 66 

Zavala _ _  1.69 


UTAH 

All  counties - •1.-45 

VEEMONT 

All  counties _ fl.49 

VIRGINIA 


Chesapeake  (Norfolk) - -  $1.66 

All  other  counties _ ....  1.61 


WASHINGTON 


Adams _ 81.61 

Asotin _ _  1. 68 

Benton _ _  1. 63 

Chelan  ... _ _  1.63 

Clallam  1. 56 

Clark . .  1. 76 


Columbia  __ 

81.62 

Cowlitz  .... 

1.76 

Douglas _ 

1.61 

Ferry _ ... 

1. 63 

Franklin  - _ _ 

1.62 

Garfield  ..... 

1.62 

Bate  per  Bate  per 


County  bushel 

County  bushel 

Ore-rit 

81.61 

Pteroa  _  _ 

8L7B 

Grays  Harbor 

L68 

San  Juan  .... 

1.67 

1. 67 

Sknglt _ 

1.  66 

Jefferson  .... 

1.67 

Skanrania  ... 

1.71 

King _ 

1.76 

Snohomish  .. 

L70 

Kitsap  _ _ 

1.68 

Spokane _ _ 

1.68 

KlUltas _ 

1.65 

Stevens _ _ 

1. 63 

Klickitat  .... 

1.67 

Thurstoh  .... 

1.70 

Lewis _ _ 

1.71 

Wahkiakum  . 

1.70 

Lincoln  _ _ _ 

1.69 

WaUa  WaUa  . 

1.62 

Mason _ _ 

1. 65 

Whatcom  .... 

L62 

Okanogan  _ _ 

1.69 

Whitman  .... 

1.69 

Pacific  _ _ 

1. 68 

Yaklm _ 

1.63 

Pend  Oreille  . 

1.48 

WEST  vntcmiA 

All  counties _ 

81.62 

WISCONSIN 

Douglas _ 

81.69 

All  other 

counties _ 

81.47 

WYOMING 

All  counties... 

81.36 

(b)  Premiums  and  discounts.  The  basic 
loan  and  purchase  rates  shall  be  adjusted 
as  applicable  by  premiums  and  discounts 
as  follows  (all  footnotes  at  end  of  para¬ 
graph)  : 

Cents  per 
bushel 

(1)  Class  premiums  and  discounts. 

(i)  Premiums: 

Hard  Amber  Durum  (U.S.  No.  3  mr 

better)  _ _ +5 

(11)  Discounts: 

Durum _ _ _ ...  —6 

Mixed  Wheat  (mixtures  of  classes 

other  than  contrasting  classes).  —2 

Mixed  Wheat  (mixtures  of  contrast¬ 
ing  classes) _ _ _ —10 

(2)  Grade  premiums  and  discounts. 

(i)  Premium: 

Heavy,  UB.  No.  3  ot  better  (Hard 

Red  Spring  only) _ +2 

(il)  Discounts: 

UB.  No.  2_. . . . .  —1 

U.S.  No.  3 _ _  -3 


UB.  No.  4. 


UB.  No.  6 . . 

Smut-degree  basis: 
ijght  a>nutty 

Smutty _ 1 _ 

Garlic-degree  basis: 

OarUcky  _ _ 

-2 


-10 

—20 


(3)  Protein  premiums.  Applicable  to  grade 
UB.  No.  6  or  better.  Hard  Bed  Winter,  Hard 
Bed  G^iring  and  Hard  White  Wheat. 


Protein  content  (percent) 
12.0  to  12.4 _ 

12.6  to  12.9. . 

13.0  to  13.4 . 

13.6  to  13.9 . 

14.0  to  14.4 . 

14.5  to  14.9 . 

16.0  to  16.4 . 

16.6  to  16.9 . 

16.0  to  16.4 . 

16.6  to  16.9 . 

17.0  itoi7.4 . 

17.6  and  above _ 


+1V4 

+3 

+4^4 

+6 


.  +7% 

.  +9  ' 

.+10V4 

.+12 

.+13% 

.+16 

.+16% 

.+18 


(4)  Weed  control  discount  {where  re¬ 
quired  by  %1421JZ6) _  10 

(5)  Other  factors.  Amounts  deter¬ 
mined  by  CCC  to  represent  market  dis¬ 
counts  for  quality  factors  not  specified 
above  which  affect  the  value  of  wheat, 
such  as  (but  not  limited  to)  moisture, 
weevlly,  ergoty,  stones,  musty,  sour,  and 
heating.  Such  discounts  will  be  estab- 
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llshed  not  later  than  the  time  delivery  of 
wheat  to  CCC  begins  and  will  thereafter 
be  adjusted  from  time  to  time  as  CCC  de¬ 
termines  appropriate  to  reflect  changes 
in  market  condlticms.  Producers  may  ob¬ 
tain  schedules  of  such  factors  and  dis¬ 
counts  at  county  ASCS  ofBces. 

Note. — Premiums  and  discounts  are  cumu¬ 
lative  except  only  one  grade  discount  shall 
be  applied. 

Effective  date:  August  24. 1976. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  on  August 
17, 1976. 

Seeley  O.  Loowick, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

(FR  Doc.76-24792  FUed  8-23-76:8:46  am] 

•=- . --  -1 

Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  11— OFHCE  OF  ASSISTANT  SEC¬ 
RETARY  FOR  HOUSING  PRODUCTION 

AND  MORTGAGE  CREDIT— FEDERAL 

HOUSING  COMMISSIONER  (FEDERAL 

HOUSING  ADMINISTRATION).  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DE¬ 
VELOPMENT 

(Docket  No.  R-76-4111 

PART  260— INTEREST  SUBSIDY 
GRANTS 

Final  Regulations  for  Section  802(c)(2) 
Program;  Correction 

On  August  16,  1976,  at  41  FR  34608, 
the  Department  published  final  regula¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  the  Section  802 
(c)(2)  program.  The  effective  date  of 
the  regulations  was  inadvertency  set 
as  September  15,  1976.  It  was  and  is 
the  Intent  of  this  OfBce  to  make  Part  260 
effective  upon  publication  in  order  that 
applications  for  the  program  may  be 
accepted  immediately. 

Accordingly,  the  effective  date  of  Part 
260,  Interest  Subsidy  Grants,  is  cor¬ 
rected  to  read  August  16,  1976. 

(Sec.  7(d),  Department  of  HUD  Act  (42 
UB.O.  3636(d):  1802(c)(2).  Housing  and 
Community  Development  Act  of  1974  (Pub. 
L.  93-383,  88  Stat.  633,  (42  U.S.O.  1440(c) 
(3)).) 

James  L.  Young, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing. 

(FR  Doo.76-a4722  Filed  8-23-76;8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAFTER  B— NATIONAL  FLOOD 
INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

(Docket  No.  FI  2251] 

PART  1914-^REAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR  THE 
SALE  OF  INSURANCE 

Suspension  of  Community  Eligibility 

•  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  list 
commimitles  wherein  the  sale  of  fiood 
Insurance  as  authorized  under  the  Na¬ 
tional  Flood  Insurance  Program  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128)  will  be  suspended  be¬ 
cause  of  noncompliance  with  the  pro¬ 
gram  regulatlcms  (24  CFR  Part  1909  et 
seq.)  • 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  requires  the  purchase  of  fiood  insur¬ 
ance  as  a  condition  of  receiving  any  form 
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of  Federal  or  FMerally  rdated  financial 
assistance  for  acquisition  or  construction 
purposes  In  a  flood  pla^  area  having 
special  hazards  within  any  community 
identified  by  the  Secretary  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development. 

TTie  requirement  applies  to  all  identi¬ 
fied  special  flood  hazard  areas  within  the 
United  States,  and  no  such  financial  as¬ 
sistance  can  legally  be  provided  for  ac¬ 
quisition  or  construction  in  these  areas 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program  and  Insiuance  is  pmchased. 
Accordingly,  for  communities  listed 
under  this  Part  such  restriction  exists  as 
of  the  effective  date  of  suspension  be¬ 
cause  Insurance,  which  is  required,  can¬ 
not  be  purchased. 


Section  1315  of  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4022)  prohibits  flood  insurance 
coverage  unless  an  appropriate  public 
body  shall  have  adopted  adequate  flood 
plain  management  measmes  with  effec¬ 
tive  enforcement  measures.  The  com- 
mimities  suspended  in  this  notice  no 
longer  meet  that  statutory  requirement. 
Accordingly,  the  communities  are  sus¬ 
pended  on  the  effective  date  in  the  list 
below: 

Ihe  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 


public  procedure  under  S^UJS.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

Section  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Sub¬ 
chapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  new 
entries  to  the  table.  In  each  entry,  a  com¬ 
plete  chronology  of  effective  dates  ap¬ 
pears  for  each  listed  community.  The 
date  that  appears  In  the  fourth  colunm 
of  the  table  Is  provided  in  order  to  desig¬ 
nate  the  effective  date  of  the  authmiza- 
ti<m  of  the  sale  of  flood  insxuance  In  the 
area  under  the  emergency  or  the  regular 
flood  Insurance  program.  The  entry  reads 
as  follows: 

§  1914.4  List  of  Eligible  Communities. 


Bute 

County 

Location 

Effective  date  of  authorization  of  sale  of  flood  Insurance  for  area 

Hazard  area 
Identified 

Community 

No. 

• 

• 

• 

...  Kingfisher, city  of . . 

• 

. Dec.  28, 1971,  emergency . 

•  • 

.  Apr.  12,1974 

400063 

Sept.  10, 1976,  regular.... _ 

...  Crystal  Beach,  town  of . 

Oot.  1, 1976,  suspended _ 

. . Oct.  8, 1971,  emergency . 

. . 

.  Sept.  30, 1976 

480243 

Sept.  So,  19)6,  regular _ 

.  Oct.  1, 1976,  suspended . 

(National  Flood  Insuranca  Act  of  IMS  (title  xm  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28,  1969 
(83  FJt.  17804,  Nov.  38,  1968),  aa  amended,  42  DH.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Admln- 
latrator,  84  F.B.  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969)  as  amended  39  F.R.  2787,  Jan.  24,  1974. 


Issued:  August  17, 1978. 


Richahi)  W.  Kruioc, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

IFR  Doc.76-24530  FUed  8-23-76;8:45  amj 


[Docket  No.  FI  2253] 

PART  1914^-AREAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR  THE 
SALE  OF  INSURANCE 

Status  of  Participating  Communities 

•  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  list 
those  communities  wherein  the  sale  of 
flood  insurance  is  authorized  imder  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128).  • 

Insurance  policies  can  be  obtained 
from  any  licensed  property  Insurance 
agent  or  broker  serving  the  eligible  com¬ 
munity,  or  from  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surers  Association  servicing  company  for 
the  state  (addresses  are  published  at  40 
F.R.  57210-212  and  41  F.R.  1062).  A  list 
of  servicing  companies  is  also  available 
from  the  Federal  Insurance  Administra¬ 
tion  (FIA),  HUD,  451  Seventh  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  requires  the  purchase  of  flood  insur¬ 
ance  as  a  condition  of  receiving  any  form 
of  Federal  or  Federally  related  financial 
assistance  for  acquisition  or  construction 
purposes  in  a  flood  plain  area  having 
special  hazards  within  any  community 
identified  by  the  Secretary  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development. 

The  requirements  applies  to  all  iden¬ 
tified  special  flood  hazard  areas  within 
the  United  States,  and  no  such  financial 
assistance  can  legally  be  provided  for  ac¬ 
quisition  or  construction  in  these  areas 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program.  Accordingly,  for  communities 
listed  under  this  Part  no  such  restriction 
exists,  although  Insurance,  if  required, 
must  be  purchased. 


The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  datM  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  imder  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

Section  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Sub¬ 
chapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  aulding  in  alphabetical  sequence  new 
entries  to  the  table.  In  each  entry,  a  com¬ 
plete  chronology  of  effective  dates  ap¬ 
pears  for  each  listed  community.  TThe 


date  that  appears  in  the  fourth  column 
of  the  table  is  provided  in  order  to  des¬ 
ignate  the  effective  date  of  the  author¬ 
ization  of  the  sale  of  flood  Insurance  In 
the  area  under  the  emergency  or  the 
regular  flood  Insurance  program.  These 
dates  serve  notice  only  for  the  purposes 
of  granting  relief,  and  not  for  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  sanctions,  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  5  U.S.C.  §  551.  The  entry  reads  as 
follows: 

§  1914.4  List  of  Eligible  Communities. 


County 


Location 


EflectiTe  date  of  author-  ITazard 
ization  of  sale  of  flood  ares 
insurance  for  ares  identified 


Community 

No. 


Michigan . . Washtenaw _ Dexter,  township  of. 

Nebraska . Dodge . Snyder,  village  of... 


.do. 

.do. 


Kentucky . Whitley . Corbin,  city  of . Aug.  16, 1976,  emergency.  June 

Feb. 
July 
.  June 
May 
.  Nov. 
Apr. 
July 
Sept. 
Jan. 
Aug. 


Vermont .  Orleans . Barton,  village  of. . do. 


Iowa .  Grundy . Dike,  city  of . . 

Kaasas . Saliive . Brookvilie,  city  of...... 

New  Uampshire..  .Merrimack _ Newbury,  town  of..... 

New  York . Oneida . .  Western,  town  of _ _ 

Ohio..,. . Licking . St.  Louisville,  village  of. 

Oklalioma . I-e  Flore _ Bokoshe,  town  of _ _ _ 

Pennsylvania . Butler _ Prospect,  borough  of... 

Do . Indiana . Young,  township  of _ 

Washington . Pierce . .  Wilkeson,  town  of _ 

West  Virginia . Harrison . Unincorporated  areas.. 

.ArbaiLsas . Crittenden _ Gilmore,  town  of _ _ 

Iowa .  Lyon . Inwood,  city  of . *. 


Aug^l7, 1976,  emergency. 

_ ^ _ _ _ 

Aug.  16, 1^6,  emergency. 
Aug.  18, 1970,  emergency. 
_ do _ _ 


14. 1974 
20, 1976 

18. 1975 

27. 1975 

19. 1976 

8. 1974 

16. 1976 

25. 1975 

19. 1975 

31. 1975 

2. 1974 


Do . .do .  George,  city  of . ...do.. 

Missouri.. . .  Cass _ Archie,  city  of _ do.. 

Montana . Broadwater...  Townsend,  city  of _ 

New  York . .Allegany _ Cuba,  town  of . . 

Oklahoma . Ixtgan . .  Langston,  town  o7 _ 

Indiana . Blai  ktord . Hartford  City,  city  of _ 

New  Jer.si’y . Burlington _ Springfield,  township  of.  Aug.  16, 1976,  emergency. 


_ do _ 

Aug.  19, 1976,  emergency. 


Sept.  19, 1975 
Jan.  17,1977 
Dec.  20,1974 
Aug.  29,1975 
July  11,1975 
June  27, 1975 
Aug.  8,1975 
June  11,1976 
Aug.  15,1975 
Juno  7,1974 
Dec.  12,1975 
May  2, 1976 
Jan.  24,1975 
Sept.  19, 1976 
Nov.  23,1973 
Mar.  6. 1976 
July  2M074 
May  28,1973 


2605.36 

310319A 

500082A 

I<>0402 

.’003<.>4 

.'i.3e226 

;t60564 

.390337 

4003.50 

422356 

421726 

.530268 

540053 

050245 

pjosgeA 

190447 

290061A 

30D131 

361099 

400297 

18000QA 

S4mi6A 
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suu 


Ooimty 


EflMiTe  date  oi  anthor-  Haurd  Conununitr 

iaatioa  of  sale  of  flood  area  No 

insoraaoe  for  area  Identifled 


New  York . 

OklatKMua . 

Do . 

South  CaroUna. 

Do.. 


Wyomioc. Pike.  Tllbce  of _ Aug.  19, 1979,  emergency.  Aug.  9, 1974 

Apr.  90,1976 
- Apr.  90,1976 


Orady _ _  Verden,  town  o< _ do.... _ 

Oottoio _ Walter^  city  of _ do _ 

Orangeburg _ H«dly  Hill,  town  of  .-. _ do. . 


_ Allendale.. _ Ulmer,  town  of _ 


.do.. 


June  17,1974 
Apr.  29,1976 
Aug.  16,1974 
June  11,1976 


961027A 

40024S 

400249 

450169A 

450012A 


Aug.  ao, 

gGQOy. 

Apr.  90,1976 
1976,  emer-  Aug.  15,1976 

TW.  17,1979 

080238 

180200A 

^  190658 
^  aanoru 

IniKanH  .  .  Plk*..  . 

Winslow,  town  of. _ 

lows. . .  Sioux . 

New  Hampshiro..  Belknap _ 

New  Mexioo...._  Luna.  _ 

Moux  Center,  city  of.... 
niUord,  town  of _  . 

. do... 

Jan.  90^1976 
.  Sept.  26, 1975 

. . .  Feh.  21,lft7S 

UninccMporated  areas..  . 

.....do... 

1  3Mi89 

Oklfthnma -  Dndy.  .. 

Ale*,  town  of _ _ _  __ 

4000(9 

Do _  _ 

Cleo  SiHlnga,  town  of... 

- . .  Kept.  19,107S 

400280 

.  July  2KjlQ7!> 

540160 

,  ,  fiepV  10,'  197fi 

560077 

*  Newj 

(Natitmal  Flood  Instirance  Act  of  1968  (title  Xni  of  the  Hotising  and  Urban  Develc^ment 
Act  of  1668):  effecUve  Jan.  28,  1960  (83  FB  17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended.  42  UAl.C. 
4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegatlcm  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
84  FB  2680,  Feb.  27,  1960)  as  amended  39  FB  2787,  Jan.  24,  1974. 

Issued:  August  12, 1976. 

Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
[FB  Doc.76-24529  FUed  8-23-76;  8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI  2252] 

PART  191S— IDENTinCATION  AND  MAP¬ 
PING  OF  SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

List  of  Communities  WHh  Special  Hazard 
Areas 

e  Hie' purpose  of  this  notice  Is  the 
Identification  ot  communities  with  areas 
of  special  fiood  or  mudslide  or  erosion 
hazards  in  accordance  with  Part  1915  of 
Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula* 
tions  as  authorized  by  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (42  UB.C.  4001- 
4128).  The  identification  of  such  areas 
is  to  provide  guidance  so  that  communi¬ 
ties  may  adopt  an>roprlate  flood  plain 
managemoit  measures  to  minimize  dam¬ 
age  caused  by  flood  losses  and  to  guide 
future  construction,  where  practlcalfie, 
away  from  locations  which  are  threat¬ 
ened  by  flood  hazards.  • 


The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  requires  the  purchase  of  flood  in¬ 
surance  on  and  after  March  2,  1974,  as  a 
condition  of  receiving  any  form  of  Fed¬ 
eral  or  Federally  related  financial  assist¬ 
ance  for  acquisition  <»*  construction  pur¬ 
poses  in  an  Identified  flood  plain  area 
having  special  flood  hazards  that  is  lo¬ 
cated  within  any  commimity  participat¬ 
ing  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program. 

,  One  year  after  the  identification  of  the 
commimity  as  flood  prone,  the  require¬ 
ment  applies  to  all  Identifled  special  flood 
hazard  areas  within  the  United  States, 
so  that,  after  that  date,  no  such  financial 
assistance  can  legally  be  provided  for  ac¬ 
quisition  and  construction  in  these  area 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program.  The  prohibition,  however,  does 
not  apply  to  loans  by  Federally  regulated. 


insured,  supervised  or  approved  lending 
Institutions  (1)  td  finance  the  acqulsi- 
tifm  of  a  residential  dwelling  occupied  as 
a  residence  prior  to  March  1, 1976,  or  one 
year  following  identification  of  the  area 
^thln  which  such  dwelling  is  located  as 
an  area  cimtiUnlng  special  flood  hazards, 
whichever  is  later,  or  made  to  extend,  re¬ 
new,  or  increase  the  financing  or^  refi¬ 
nancing  in  connection  with  such  a  dwell¬ 
ing,  (2)  to  finance  the  acquisition  of  a 
building  or  structure  completed  and  oc¬ 
cupied  by  a  small  business  cimcem,  as 
defined  by  the  Secretary,  prior  to  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1976,  (3)  any  loan  or  loans,  which 
in  the  aggregate  do  not  exceed  $5,000,  to 
finance  improvements  to  or  rdiabllita- 
tion  of  a  building  or  structure  occupied 
as  a  residence  prior  to  January  1,  1976, 
or  (4)  any  loan  or  loans,  which  in  the 
aggregate  do  not  exceed  an  amount  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary,  to  finance  non- 
residental  additions  or  improvematits 
to  be  used  solely  for  agricultural  purposes 
on  a  farm. 

The  effective  date  of  Identiflcation 
sliall  be  30  days  aft^  the  date  of  pub- 
licatlim  in  the  Federal  Register.  This 
30  day  period  does  not  supersede  the 
statutory  requirement  that  a  community, 
whether  or  not  participating  in  the  pro¬ 
gram,  be  given  the  opportunity  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  six  months  to  establish  that  it  is 
not  seriously  flood  prone  or  that  such 
flood  hazards  as  may  have  existed  have 
been  corrected  by  floodworks  or  other 
fiood  control  methods.  The  six  months 
period  shall  be  considered  to  begin  30 
days  after  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  or  the  effective  date  of 
the  Flood  Hazard  Boundary  Map,  which¬ 
ever  is  latw.  Similarly,  the  one  year  pe¬ 
riod  a  cwnmunity  has  to  enter  the  pro¬ 
gram  under  Section  201(d)  of  the  Flood 
Disast^  Protection  Act  of  1973  shall  be 
considered  to  begin  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  or  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  Flood  Hazard  Boundary 
Map,  whichever  is  later. 

Accordingly,  f  1915.3  is  amended  by 
adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new 
entry  to  the  table,  which  entry  reads  as 
follows: 


/• 

^  t 


« 
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I  191S.S  I if*  ot  eomminiitiM  whh  special  hazard  areas  (FHBMs  in  effad)* 


0«nntr 


Loestkm 


• 

• 

1 

1 

< 

• 

_ Pike . 

...  Bnindldge,  dty  of. . 

T>« _ 

. St.  Clair . 

...  PeD  City,  dty  of . 

. . . .  „  St.  Francis _ 

...  Madison,  dty  of. . 

Callltonila . 

...  Covina,  dty  of . . . 

Dft _ 

_ _  Orange . 

...  Huntington  Beach,  dty  of. . 

...  Columbia,  town  of..... . 

Do _ 

...  East  Haven,  town  vt- . 

Do. . 

...  Sprague,  town  of. . 

Dn 

'ToUand  _ 

...  Vernon,  town  of. . 

...  Port  Pieroe,  city  oL. . . ! 

_ Cobh _ _ 

...  Powd«' Springs,  elty of _ ] 

Do.. _ 

_  . 

...  Aledo,  city  of............ . 

Do . 

...  Carol  Stream,  village  M...... . 

Do. _ 

...  Oolf,  village  of.. . . . 

Do. _ 

...  Hoffman  Estates,  village  of. . 

Be _ 

Do. . 

...  Long  Orove,  village  of . 

Do. _ 

Do.~  .. 

Indiana....... 

»o.. 

Do _ 

--  Jaj  .  _ 

. . .  Saiamopls,  town  of _ 

lowo  -  -- 

_ HuMoek _ 

:  :  : 

...  Dewitt,  elty  of.. _ ....... _ 

Do. 

--  Muacattne _ 

Wilton,  city  of _ _ 

Do... 

_ Polk _ 

...  Windsor  Heights,  dty  of_«....... 

JeflersoD....... 

Shively,  dty'trf.-'----’  _ 

Maine  _ 

...  Bristol,  town  of. . . . 

Do _ 

Do. . 

.....  ArooeUxA . 

---  Caribou,  city  of _ 

Do . . 

Do. . 

Do 

Do. . 

MMsaebusetts. 

Colrain,  town  of _  _ 

Do. 

Do . 

Do . 

...  Soutbborongh,  town  of. . . . . 

Do. 

Michigan . 

...  Boyne  FaUs,  village  of..... . 

Do._ . 

Do _ _ 

Do__-~i_- 

Do.....;... 

. Oceana. . 

...  Greenwood,  township  of.......... 

Do....;;.;, 

...  Novi,  dty  of . 

D0.„ . . 

Minnesota...;.. 

Do . 

’  Lac  Qnl  Parle... 

Do... ^7... 

Mendota,  dty  of. . _ 

Msp  No. 


H  oionoA  W. 

1  010M7  01  thl 
H  010347  (a 
I  010189A  01  tlu 
B  OIOISOA  OS. 


Lsssl  aM9  nrodtssr 


data  of 
MnUfleatloo 
ofaross 
aSMi  liavo 
spcolal  Hoed 
rd 


H  006024B  06. 
a  066034A  01  tlu 
H  06603tA  06. 
a  OOOieOA  Ol  thr 
B  09016QA  15. 
B  OB0076A  01  Uu 
B  (»e07flA  OA 
a  0e0106A  01  thr 
B  OOOIO&A  06. 

3  090131A  01  thr 
B  0Q0131A  06. 

[  120286A  01  thn 
B  120280A  08. 

[  13006('A  01  thn 
B  130066A  Oe. 

I  ia0117A  01  thn 
B  130117A  03. 


B  ITOaOSA  03. 
a  170008A  01  th 
B  ITOOgSA  03. 

I  170107A  01  thl 
B  170107A  08. 
a  170374B  01  thl 
B  170374B  06. 

I  170380A  01  thl 
B  17038QA  06. 

1  170446A  01  thl 
B  170t46A  08. 


B  180117A  03. 


B  190668  01 . 

B  190686  81  throogh 
B  190686  04. 

B  M0887  01 . . 

B  21013U  01  through 
B  21Q13tA  08. 

B  230216A  01  through 
B  330216A  lA 
B  230aS6A  01  through 
B  330866A  08. 

B  230014A  01  through 
B  230014A  34. 

B  330210A  01  through 
B  230216A  06. 

B  230060A  01  through 
B  230066A  29. 

B  230068A  01  through 
B  2300e8A  07. 

B  230079A  01  through 
B  230079A  08. 

B  2&0113A  01  through 
B  2601UA  16. 

H  2&003SA  01  through 
B  2S0083A  17. 

B  290060A  01  through 
B  26006«A  08. 

B  250333A  01  through 
B  2S0833A  06 
B  250342A  01  through 
B  250342A  IL 


B  260466  12. 

I  260616  01  thl 
B  260516  12. 

I  260172A  01  Uu 
B  260172A  12. 

1  260483  01  thl 
B  260488  12. 

I  26017SA  01  thl 
B  260175A  11. 

1  260846  01  thl 
B  260846  20. 


Mayor,  1800  Third  Aye..  B688ein«r,  Ala.  38Q2QI . . Jmut  28, 1074 

Ai«.  27,1976 

Mayor,  104  North  Main  8t.,  Brondldgo,  Ala.  8001Ql_ . .  3%  1976 

Mayor,  1906  Fhrst  Are.,  North,  Pell  CHy,  Ala.  18196 . lone  31, 1974 

Aug.  37. 1976 

.  Mayor,  City  BaD,  Madison,  Ark.  72360 _ Mar.  33, 1974 

Aug.  37, 1976 

Director  PubUo  Works,  126  East  College  8t.>  Coytna,  Cant  June  7S,  1074 
97123.  Nov.  7,1976 

Dhreotor  of  I*ablle  Works,  Planning  Department,  City  Aug.  6, 1974 
Ban,  Huntington  Beaeh,  CaUf.  92648.  Aug.  K,  1976 

BMeetman,  iWu  BaD.  Yeomans  BaD,  Route  87,  P.O.  Nov.  8,1974 
Box  166,  Col^bla,  Conn.  062S7.  Aug.  37, 1970 

Mayor.  Tosrn  BaD,  280  Main  Bt.,  East  Baveu,  Conn;  June  38, 1974 
06612.  Aug.  37,1976 

Beleotman,  1  Main  St.,  Box  102,  Baltic,  Conn.  06330 _ _  May  M,  1974 

Aug.  33.1076 

Mayor.  Town  HaU,  14  Park  PI.,  P.O.  Box  246,  Vernon,  Jan.  M,  1974 
Conn.  06066.  Aug.  37. 1976 

City  Manager,  P.O.  Box  1480,  Fort  Pleree,  Fla.  33460. . May  31. 1974 

Aug.  37,1176 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  46,  Powder  Springs,  Oa.  30073 . Apr.  12, 1974 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  126,  Wrens,  Oa.  30633. . May  Kkl974 

Aug.  37.1976 

Mayor,  City  BaD,  Aledo,  ID.  61231 . . . June  14. 1974 

Aug.  37,1936 

Tillage  Administrator,  416  North  Gary,  Carol  Stream,  ID.  Apr.  12, 1974 
6^.  Aug.  »,1970 

Vniiwe  President,  One  Briar  Rd.,  OoU,  BL  60029.... . Mar.  39, 1874 

Aug:  37, 1970 

Village  PresldMit,  1200  North  Oannon  Dr.,  Bolfman  Sigt.  Jb,  1974 
E^tea.  ID.  60in.  Atu.  37,1976 

Mayor,  220  East  Deerpatb,  Lake  Forest,  ID.  60045 . Fw.  20, 1076 

1,1974 
Aug.  27, 1876 

Mayor,  Route  3,  P.O.  Box  286A,  Long  Orove,  Dl.  60047.. .  Apr.  A 1874 

Aug.  37,1976 

Mayor,  1529  Third  St.,  Madison,  ID.  62000 . Nov.  33, 1973 

Vin^e  Presideot,  P.O.  Box  358,  Potomac,  Bl.  61865 . Mar.  22, 1974 

Aug,  27,1916 

President,  Town  Board,  811  BeDefonntain  St.,  Bamilton,  Sept,  i,  1974 
Ind.  5674Z  Ang.  37,1876 

Chatnnan,  Town  Board,  R.D.  l.  Box  207D,  NlnevMi,  Ind..  May  1^  1974 

Aug.  37,1976 

Ghairman  of  Town  Board,  Salamoiiia,  Ind.  47381 _ _ _ Oct.  23,1976 

Mayor,  Town  BalL  Corwitb,  Iowa  50430 .  Do. 

Mi^or,  Ct^  HaD,  Dewitt,  Iowa  S2742 _ _  Do; 

Mayor,  City  Bi^  Wilton,  Iowa  52778 _ _ _  Da, 

.  Mayor,  City  BaD,  Windsor  Beigbts,IowaS0311.... .  Do; 

Mayor,  P.O.  B^0007,  Shively,  ^.40310 .  May  17,1874 

Aug.  37.1976 

Chairman,  Planning  Board,  Town  BaD,  Bristol,  Maine  Feb.  21,1975 
04668.  Aug.  37,1976 

Fim  Selectwomen,  P.O.  Box  4,  RFD  Na  1,  Cambridge,  Jan.  17, 1975 
Maine,  04924.  Aug.  37,1970 

City  Manager,  26  Bigh  St..  Caribou,  Maine 04736 . Apr.  13,1974 

Aik.  37.1976 

Cbatrman,  Board  of  Sdectmen,  Selectmen’s  Office,  Town  Fen.  M,  1976 
BaD,  Damailsootta,  Maine.  Aug.  27,1976 

City  Manager,  City  BaU,  Ellsworth,  Maine  04606 . July  19, 1874 

Ang.  27.1976 

CMty  Manager,  City  BaD,  Oardlner,  Maine  04346... . .  Feb.  22, 1874 

Aug.  21.19re 

Selectmen,  Town  BaD,  Thomaston,  Maine  04861 .  8ei^.  A 1974 

Ang.  37.1976 

Selectmen,  Town  HaD,  Colrain,  Mass.  01340. . July  26, 1974 

Ang.  37,1970 

Selectman,  Town  HaD,  MID  River,  New  Marlborough,  June  28,1974 
Maaa.  01244.  Ang.  37, 1976 

Selectman,  Town  HaD,  96  North  Washington  St.,  North  Mm.  16, 1974 
Anlehoroi^,  Mass.  02760.  Aug.  27,  fWO 

Selectman,  Town  BaU,  Common  St.,  Sontbborongb,  AUg.  2,1974 
Mass.  01773.  Ang.  27,1978 

Selectman,  Town  HaD,  Main  St.,  Warren,  Mase.  01069. _ May  17. 1074 

Aug.  27,1676 

President,  Comer  Main  and  Railroad  Sts.,  Boyne  FaDs,  Oct.  23, 1976 
Mich.  49713. 

Supervisor,  8380-100th  St.,  Rt.  2,  Holton,  Bfleh.  49426 _  Do. 

Snpervieor,  Snover,  Mich.  48472 . . . Do. 

Mayor,  81566  Eleven  Mile  Rd.,  Farmington  HlBs,  Iflch;  Mar.  16, 1974 
48024.  27, 1976 

Super^r,  8570  East  Arthur  Rd.,  Hesperia,  M]ch.4943>r.'rwA  2%  1978 

Mayor, 26850 Novi  Rd.,  Novi,  Mich. 48060 . ......n.  June  28,1974 

Ang.  37, 1878 

Supervisor,  Township  HaU,  Box  195,  Chatham,  Mich.  OM.  2!kl878 
46816. 

M^or,  P.O.  Box  286,  Avon,  Minn.  66310 _ Mar.  30, 1904 

4ag.  V,im 

Mayor,  City  HaD,  BeUlngbam,  Minn.  56313. Sag*  ^  1974 

Am.  37,1978 

Mayor,  aty  HaD,  Mendota,  Minn.  8S060..^:..-.^5-.v:s3  lb  1974 
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H  2M57S  01  throach  Msrer,  OKy  Hidl.  HiUsboro,  Mo.  6M60 . . 

H  29067S  02. 

B  2000S7  01  thraufti  Mavo^  City  HaO,  MS  Sooth  Thornton,  Blchmond,  Mo; 
H  2M0S7  OS,  OWBa. 

H  SP0SO9  m . Chaiman,  Vniace  Hall,  P.O.  Box  AQ,  Oraln  VaUer.  Mo. 

•MSO. 

H  280112A  01 _ Mayor,  P.O.  Boa  SOS,  Bjrhalla,  Miss.  3M1U= _ 

H  2M0UA  01  through  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  139,  Claveland,  hOss.  S8773.. . 

H  3BOOWA  0(. 

H  380100A  01  through  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  1485,  Tupalo,  Miss.  88801  . . 

H  2NiaOA  09.  ' 

H  M0I7BA  01  throiigh  Mayor,  P.O.  Bos  ISO,  Vicksburg,  Miss.  89180........ _ 

H  3M1TBA  08. 


Bolivar. 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  Humboldt,  Neb.  68870. 


H  S80Q82A  01  through  Selectman,  Town  HaO,  Antrim,  N.H.  08440 _ Apr.  1^  1974 

H  aSOORSA  U.  Ang.  37, 1970 

H  noOSOA  01  through  Commnnity  Development  Director,  City  HalL  BerUn,  July  19, 1974 
H  SSOOSOA  n.  N.H.OSSTO.  Ang.  37.1976 

H  SM166A  01  through  Selectman,  Town  Hall,  Bradford,  N.H.  08221. _ _ June  2^  1974 

H  SM106A  Mt.  Ai«.  Tl,  1976 

H  nooilA  01  through  Selectman,  Town  Hall,  Center  Conway,  N.H.  08818 _ Sept.  18, 1974 

H  SSeOllA  09.  Ac«.  37. 1976 

H  8M157A  01  through  Cbalrman,  Board  of  Selectman,  P.O.  Box  7(2,  Ooshan,  Dec.  20, 1974 
R  S30157A  08.  N.H.  OSm.  Ang.  37,1978 

H  8M188A  01  through  Selectman,  Town  HaU,  Plalstown,  N.H.  08S6S... .........  Oct.  18, 1974 

H  SM138A  07.  Aug.  37. 1976 

H  8M106A  01  through  Chairman,  Seleotmen,  Toam  Hall,  Washington,  N.H.  Dee.  27, 1974 
H  (SOiaOA  n.  08280.  Ang.  37, 1976 

H^8W76^^  through  Mayor,  1001  East  Bird.,  Alpha,  N  J.  08865 . Oct.  22, 1976 

Mar.  22,1974 
Ang.  37, 1976 
Aug.  31,1973 
Ang.  37,1976 

.  BUtU  IMMUIU  DIWK,  n  .4.  uoaov.  .......  Oct.  22,1976 

,  Borough  Han,  Box  3M,  West  Ave.,  Woodstown,  Do. 
0600S. 

H  360235A  01  through  TownSupervlaor,86FrankllnSt.,SprlngviIle,N.T.  14141..  Ang.  2,1974 

— - -  37,1976 

May  34.1974 
Ang.  37. 1970 
Oct.  22,1976 


Berlin,  city  of.. 


H  840578  OB. 

H  340301 A  n  through  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  580,  Howell,  NJ.  07781 _ _ 

H  3I0301A  14. 

H  340306A  01  through  Mayor,  480  Prospect  Ave.,  little  Silver,  N  J.  07789. 
H  34(n06A  OX. 

South  Bound  Brook,  borongh  of.  .  H  840445  01... . .  Mayor,  12  Main  St„  South  Bound  Brook,  N  J.  08880. 

Woodstown,  borwigh  of _ ....  H  840t26A  U..  ^  ‘  ^ 


Howell,  township  of. 


H  360236A  B. 

H  800174A  01  through  Supervisor,  Town  HaO,  Cepake,  N.T.  12510 . . 

B  ae0174A  08. 

H  860383  01 _ Mayor,  14  Clata  Barton  8t„  DansviOe  N.Y.  14487. _ _ _ 

H  861t«4B  01  through  Superviaor,  Town  HaU,  B^reranee,  N.T.  BBBB _ 

H  361194B  07. 

H  300417A  01  through  Sunerviaor,  QroeN  Mamorlal  Hall,  2505  West  Bldge  Rd., 

H  a60417A  21.  Rooheater,  N.T.  M026. 

H  861321A  01  through  Town  Bopcrvlaar,  R.D.,  Klndsrhook,  N.T.  12106 . . 

H  861321A  09. 

H  880011  01  through  Bnpervlacr,  Star  Rente,  Altamont,  N.T.  12009.. _ 

H  860011  11. 

H  8605(BA  01  tbrongfa  Mayer,  One  Leeha  Flaca,  Lookpert,  N.T.  14094.. . 

H  aeOSOBA  95. 

.H  861018A  01  through  Town  Bopwnlaor,  8560  Dydnger  Rd.,  Loekport,  N.Tj 
H  861018A  04.  14094. 

.  H  laoOBiA  01  through  Supei^sor,  Town  HaU,  Machlas,  N.T.  14101 . . .  Oct.  18, 1974 

H  8e00B4A  12.  Attg.  37,1978 

.  H  980*758  01 . Mayor,  Village  HaU,  Nassau,  N.Y.  12123 . Mar.  6, 1978 

Mar.  22,1974 
Ang.  27,1978 

.  H  361848  m . Mayer,  P.O.  Box  808,  Ravena.  N.Y.  12M8 . Oct.  22, 1970 

.  H  880431A  01  through  Mayor,  City  HaU,  80  West  Breed  St.,  Rochester,  N.Y.  June  28, 1974 

H  a804SlA  M.  14814.  ,  Aug.  ?7, 1978 

H  881198  01  through  Town  Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  Schoharie,  N.T.  12157 _  Oct.  22, 1978 

H  881198  18. 

.  H  aOOOSQA  01  through  Town  Bnpervisor,  P.O.  Box  114,  Windsor,  N.Y.  13865 . June  28. 1974 

H  aeOOWA  22.  Aug.  27,1976 

,  B  37006QA  01  through  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  217,  Main  SU,  Andrews,  N.C.  28901 . Mar.  8, 1974 

H  STOOaOA  02. 

H  370083A  01  through  Mayor,  225  West  State  St.,  Black  Mountain,  N.C.  28711 _  Do. 

H  37O0I3A  06.  Aug.  27,1978 

.  H  87012SA  01  through  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  295,  101  Brawn  Ave.,  Haaclwood,  N.C.  Mar.  8, 1974 

H  370123A  02.  28738.  ^  Aug.  27,1978 

.  H  370232A  01  through  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  786,  Laurlnbnrg,  N.C.  28352.. . Jan.  9, 19^ 

H  370222A  08.  Aug.  27,197C 

.  H  STDOglA  01  through  Mayor,  Box  049,  Lexington,  N.C.  27292 . . .  June  21,1974 

H  S70061A  or. 

.  H  870158  01  through  Chairman,  County  Commissioners,  700  East  Trade,  Aug.  27, 1070 
H  870188  44.  Charlotte,  N.C.  38802.  Oot.  22,1976 

.  H  870106A  01  through  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  126,  Robbinsville,  N.C.  28771 . June  14,1974 

H  87010eA  OS.  Aug.  37, 1976 

.  H  870163A  01  through  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  189,  Highland  Ave.,  Spruce  Pina,  N.C.  June  14, 1974 
H  S7018aA  98.  28777.  Aug.  27, 1976 

.  H  370187A  01  through  Mayor,  11  Alien  St.,  Sylvan,  N.C.  28779....... . Mar.  8,1074 

H  S70U7A  04.  Aug.  27. 1978 

- -  - -  -  - -  15.1974 

Aug.  37, 1976 

H  S70194A  01  through  Mayor,  106  South  Main  St.,  WsynesviUe,  N.C.  28786 - Mar.  8, 1974 

H  SniMA  88.  Aug.  37. 1976 

H  890461A  01  through  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  1,  Camden,  Ohio  45811 . .  May  10, 1974 

H  880461A  08.  Aug.  37, 1978 

H  8B0299A  88 _ Mayor,  Box  118,  Empire,  Ohio  43026 _ _ Mar.  15, 1974 

Aug.  27. 1976 

H  39a214A  n  through  Mayor,  10500  Reading  Rd.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45241 - - - Mar.  1, 1974 

H  a90214A  a  Ang.  27,  im 

H  a90092A  01  through  Mayor,  801  Hardingway  East,  Qalion,  OUe  44888 - Mar.  15, 1974 

H  a90a02A  04.  Aug.  37, 1^ 

H  S90548A  01  throat  Manager,  Sixth  and  Main  Sta.,  MarysvQla,  Ohio  48040 - Mar.  22, 1974 

H  mobma  m.  Aug.  xi.im 


Oraeea,  town  oL. 


Cattaraugiia _ Machiaa,  town  of — 


Nassau,  village  of. 


Albany. 


Monroe. 


Windsor,  town  oL. 


Sylvan,  city  of. 


H  879044A  a. 


Wnke  Forest,  town  oL. 


WayuesvlUa,  city  of.. 
Caaaden,  village  of.. 


Empire,  village  of. 


Evendale,  village  oL. 


Oalion,  city  of.. 


35n0  / 

A 

B 

1 

HMD  MemAnoNs 

\  .  .  ^ 

BtaU  O0m^  iMOoft 

IdMltlflCfttiOB 

MapNoi  Local  map  repoaltcry  ofareaa 

wMcb  have 
apectal  flood 
taasard 

YV 

Black  Mountain,  dty  of _ ' 

Pd 

IVh 

Laurlnbnrg,  dty  Of _ 

Pd 

Lexhigtaa,  dty  of.... _ _ 

Hnlnoorporoted  areas - - 

J>0 . 

_  Qrahain - 

Hobbinsvlllc,  town  of _ 

lUUS  AND  MOUIATIONS^ 
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LowUoa 


Map  n*. 


LoMl  m»p  repoflHcrjr 


o 

Ohio  . . 

• 

...  CoyolMca. . . 

• 

...  Mlddlehnig  Heights,  city  ct. . 

Dir  . 

...  Montgomery... 

...  Moraine,  etty  of. . 

Do . . 

...  Marlon. . 

...  Morral,  village  of............. . 

Do . 

...  Logan. . 

..  RnseeUs  Point,  village  oL.... . 

...  Wetumka,  city  of. . . . 

...  Waaoo,  eity  of . . . 

...  Butler.... . 

...  Buffalo,  township  of... y. . . 

Do. . 

...  Brie. . 

...  Corry,  city  of... . ...a... . 

Do . 

...  Mercer . 

...  OreenviBe,  borough  of.... . 

Do...; . 

...  York . 

...  Heidelberf,  township  oC. . 

Do . 

...  Cumberland _ 

...  Lower  Allen,  township  of.. . 

Do . 

...  MUBinburg,  borough  of. . 

Do.... . 

...  Lebanon . 

...  MiUcreek,  township  of. . 

RO.....I.... 

...  Crawford . 

...  Oil  Creek,  township  of . 

V0..Z.Z . 

...  Lancaster . 

...  Pequea,  township  of . 

H  aMii7A  oa 

H  a0Otl4A  (n  ttuoagb  Uaiyot,  4200  PrydAn  Rd.,  Mwalne,  Ohio  454S0.. 
H  8e0414A  08 _ 


H  300342A  OA 
1  400403  01  thro 
H  400403  03. 


daot  vl 
idABtifleAtlon 
cttgmm 
wldeh  b*T« 
spMtel  flood 
tiaurd 


Jan.  10, 1074 
Ang.  27,1976 
Mar.  1,1074 
Aog.  27, 1074 
Apr.  18,1070 
Aog.  27,1976 
Apr.  A 1974 


H  410106  01 . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Waaoo.  Oreg.  97060. 

H  421416A  (U  thit^b  CbMnnan,  Board  ol  Supervisors,  566  1 
H  421416A  OS.  Pa.  10006. 

H  420447A  01  throogb  Mayor,  Mnnicipal  Bldg.,  Corry,  Pa.  H 
H  420447A  07. 

H  430674A  01  throui^  Mayor,  120  Midn  St.,  Greenville,  Pa.  1 
H  420674A  00. 

H  422221A  01  through  Chairman,  Township  Bldg.,  Menges, 
U  422221A  00. 

11  421016A  01  through  President  of  Cominission,  427  CandJ 
H  421016A  03.  Bill,  Pa.  17011. 


City  HaO,  302  North  Main  St.,  Wetumka,  Okla.  Oct.  23, 1976 

Do. 

Sept.  30,1074 
Aug.  37,1076 
Apr.  lA  1974 
Aug.  1976 
Aug.  23,1974 
Aug.  2A1076 
Jan.  10,1975 
Aug.  27,1076 
Feb.  1.1074 
Aug.  22,1976 
Jan.  28,1074 
Aug.  37,1976 

I  420074  01  through  Chairman,  Newmanstown,  ra.  i7ora . . . Oct.  22,1976 

II  420674  08. 

1  4215M  01  through  Township  Supervisor,  R.D.  2,  Titusville,  Pa.  16804 .  Do. 

H  421068  06. 

I  421770  01  through  Chairman,  Township  Supervisors,  Pequea  Towii.^blp  Do. 

H  421770  06.  Bldg.,  R.D.  1,  Willow  Street,  Pa.  17684. 

Do  -  -  •  ..  Cumberland  and  Shippensburg,  borough  of . TT  420368  01  through  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  129,  Sbippensbuig,  Pa.  17267 .  Do. 

Franklin.  U  420368  04. 

Do  -•  ..Lycoming . South  Williamsport,  borough  of _ II  420658A  01 . Mayor,  329  West  Southern  Ave.,  South  WllMamsport,  Pa.  Apr.  A 1974 

17701.  Aog.  37,1976 

Toby,  toamship  of .  II  422877  01  through  Chairman,  R.D.  1,  Parker,  Pa.  16049 .  Oct.  22, 1976 

H  422877  lA 

1  422606  01  through  Chairman,  R.D.  2,  Box  438,  Pine  Grove,  Pa.  17068 .  Do. 

n  422606  09. 

Do  . Lancaster . West  Lampeter,  township  of .  IT  420666A  01  through  Chairman,  1711  Lampeter  Rd.,  Lampeter,  Pa.  17687 .  Feb.  8,1074 

H  420666A  06.  Aug.  27,1976 

Montgomery . Whiteraarsh,  township  of . H  420712  01  through  Chairman  of8upervl8ors,TowiieWp  Bldg.,  Lafayette  HIU,  Oct.  22,1070 

B  420712  00.  Pa.  10444. 

1  421828  01  through  Mayor,  827  Bast  Northampton  St.,  Wilkee-Batre,  Pa.  18702.  Do. 

B  421823  02. 


DO..Z....... 

Do...:.'.... 

_ Cumberland  and 

Franklin. 

....  Lycoming . 

Do.... . 

_ Clarion . 

Do...: . 

....  SohnylklB . 

Do . 

_ Lancaster . 

Do . 

Do . 

_ Luxerne . 

Du . 

....  Lycoming . 

Do . 

_ Butler . 

Lycoming . Williamsport,  city  of . B  4206fl2A  01  through  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Williamsport,  Pa.  17701 . 

H  420662A  08. 

Butler . Winfield,  township  of. .  B  421226A  01  through  Chairman,  Box  66.  Cabot,  Pa.  16028 . 

B  421225A  08. 

Do... . York . .  Yoe,  borough  of. . H  420044A  0#.. . Mayor,  817  South  Wilson,  Court  Yoe,  Pa.  17818 . . 

Do..... . .  Delaarare.. . .  Yeadon,  borough  of....... .  B  420442A  01  through  tteyor,  Bcuougfa  Ball,  Yeadon,  Pa.  10060 . . 

B  420442A  08. 

Rhode  Island . Providence .  North  Smithfield,  town  of . II  440(I21A  01  through  Town  Clerk,  Town  Hall,  Main  St.,  Slatersvllle,  R.1. 08876. 

H  440021A  W.  \ 

Booth  OtioHna .  Darlington _ Darlington,  city  of.. .  H  460001 A  01  through  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  67,  Darlington,  S.C.  39682... . 

B  460061A  02. 

^MnneaMe .  Gibson .  Milan,  town  of .  11  47OO0OA  01  throngb  Mayor,  South  First  St.,  Milan,  Term.  88358 . 

H  4700eaA  OA 

TexM.. . Tarrant . Everman,  city  of.. . H  480594A  OU.. . Mayor,  City  Hall,  212  North  Race,  Bverman,  Tex.  76140.. 

Do . Polo  Pinto .  Gordon,  town  of .  H  480068  01 . Mayor,  Town  Hall,  Gordon,  Tex.  76488 . 

Do. . Shelby . Joaquin,  town  of.. . H  481006  01... . Mayor,  Town  HaO,  P.O.  Box  237,  Joaquia,  Tex.  75964 _ 

Do . . Kimble . Junction,  city  of . . . H  480421A  01  through  MaiycH',  City  Hall,  102  North  Fifty  8t.,Junotioa,  Tex.  76849. 

B  480421A  OOi 

Do . Hardin . Lumbcrton,  town  of . H  481111  01  through  Mayor,  Town  HaB,  I^unberton,  Tex.  77070 . 

H  481111  03. 

Do . Hidalgo . Pharr,  city  of . H  480347A  01  through  Mayor,  City  Hall,  217  West  Park  St.,  Pharr,  Tex.  78677 _ 

B  480347A  12. 

Du. . Sabine . Plneland,  town  of. . II  480998  01 . Mayor,  P.O.  Drawer  88,  PlneIan<L  Tex.  75008 . 

Du. . . . Briscoe . Quitaque,  city  of . II  480715  01 . MByor,  eA>  James  Brunson,  Aid,  P.O.  Box  886,  Quitaque, 

Tex.  79266, 

Du.„ . .  Lamar .  Roxton,  city  of. .  B  480428A  01 . Mayor,  Cfity  HaB,  Roxton,  Tex.  76477 . . . 


Do. 


T>« 

Spring  Lake,  town  aC_.._. . 

Taleo,  city  of. . . . 

H  480680A  08. 

H  480897  01 _ 

k::;:::::::::: 

Do _ 

Tltua . 

n.Ui» 

H  mWAX  01 . 

H  481100  01 . . 

Do  .  _ 

H  481022  01 . 

Dtah  . 

H  490207  01 . 

Do  .  .. 

SovW _ 

H  490120  01 . 

n«  _ 

Mlllvillo,  town  of  _ 

H  490021  01 . 

H  600eiQA  01  through 
H  eOOSlQA  17. 

H  6000e0A  01  through 

Do  ..  _ 

Do . 

n  ooooeoA  ia 

H  600276A  01  thiongh 
H  60Q876A  08. 

H  eomeiA  oi  through 
H  600168A  13. 

H  60a236A  01  through 

Do  _ 

Do. . 

Grand  lala.. ...... 

South  Hero,  town  of........ . 

H  500230A  lA 

June  3A 1978 
Aug.  27,1970 
July  2A19M 
Aug.  9A19ra 
June  28.1974 
Du. 

Aug.  37,1970 
June  IA1974 
Aug.  27,1970 
June  7,1974 
Aug.  37.1970 
May  34.1074 
Aug.  37.1070 
Dee.  17,1^ 
Aug.  37.  two 
Oct.  22.1970 
Do. 

Mar.  ^1974 
Aug.  2^1970 
Oct.  22.1970 

May  81,1974 
Aug.  37,1070 
Oct.  32,1978 
Do. 

May  A 1074 
Aug.  23,1976 

48V/UD  or  inrougn  Mayor,  Town  uau,  nan  reupe, 'rex.  r/4Y9 . .Oct.  32,1976 

H  480706  04. 

48(I848A  01 . Mayor,  City  HaB,  715  South  Nebraska,  San  Juan,  Tex.  Mar.  22.1974 

78680. 

480917  01 . Mayor,  P.O.  Box  289,  SbaBowater,  Tex.  79888 . . . Oot.  22, 1970 

480660  01  through  Mayor,  City  BaU,  110  West  Second  St.,  Shamrock,  Tex.  Do. 
n  480660  02.  79079. 

* . ayor,  City  HaB,  804  Northesat  Oak  St.,  Sonora,  Tex.  Mar.  1,1974 

70e6a  Aug.  27,1070 

Ayor,  Town  HaB,  Spring  Lake,  Tex.  70082. . Oct.  32, 1976 

ayor.  City  BaU,  210  Broad  St.,  Taleo,  Tex.  76487. .  Do. 

ayor,  Route^l,  P.O.  Box  987,  Dallas,  Tex.  75234 _ _  Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do, 

Do. 

Not.  1A  1974 
At«w  27.1970 
June  2il974 
Aug.  37,1976 
Aim.  a  1974 
Aug.  R.1976 
July  19,1974 
Ant.  2l.igT9 
Out.  1A1974 
Aug.  37, 1976 


Mayor,  City  Ball,  Garland,  Utah  84812. 


iicuwwu,  vfiou  mroif.... _ _ 

I  HalL  MlBviUe.  Utah,  84826. 
FrimkUn,  VA  05457 . 


0648A 
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Stele 

Ceuntir 

LeceUee 

• 

• 

• 

Dickensoa.  ......  . 

Washington........ 

Do.'. . 

Kliiw . . 

Do . 

Kltutee . . 

Do . 

'  Tbunton.. ....... 

West  V’irginia...... 

Ohio . . . 

Wisconsin . . 

Green  Leke..„... 

Do.... . 

Waukesha. . 

Do . 

Do _ 

(National  Flood  insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  kttt  of  tl 

(SS  FJL  17804, 

Not.  38.  1968), 

as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  4001- 

totrator,  34  FR  2680,  Feb.  87, 1009) . 

Issued:  August  12, 1976. 

M«pNo. 


H  SIODtBA  m. 


Local  map  repository 


KflectlTO 
date  of 
Identifleatloa 
ofaraaa 
wUeh  hOTO 
special  flood 
basard 


H  540150A  01  through 
U  540150A  04. 


U  i>50483A  12. 


Mayor,  Town  Ol&ce.  Haysi,  Va.  242S0 . May  81, 1OT4 

«  An*.  27,  itrro 

Mayor,  P.O.  Bos  2S6,  EatonvUle,  Wash.  96328 . . Oct.  22, 197f 

Mayor,  8261  Hnnta  Point  Kd.,  BelloTne,  Wash.  90004 .  Do. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Eoslyn,  Wash.  96041 .  Do. 

Mayor,  tsA>  Orlando  J.  Martyr,  CIca-k,  P.O.  Bos  4T9,  Yalm.  Do. 
Wa^.  96507. 

Mayer,  Bos  177,  Tiidelphia,  W.  Va.  20069 .  Feb.  8, 1974 

Mayor,  584  Mill  8t..  Green  lAke,  Wis.  64941 . Oct.  ^1^ 

Manager,  City  Hall,  Menomonee  Falls,  WU.  64751 . Sept.  13, 1974 

>  Aug.  27, 1978 

Village  President,  Wlttenbnrp,  Wls.  64499 . May  24. 1974 

Mayor,  Town  Hall,  130  South  Third  St.,  Douglas,  Wyo.  Nov.  1, 1974 

****•  Aug.  27,1978 

Mayor,  Town  Hall,  P.O.  Box  456,  Dubois,  Wyo.  82513 . Jan.  23, 197a 

Aug.  27,1974 


(PR  Doc.76-24531  Piled  8-23- 76; 8: 46  am) 


Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


(Docket  No.  PI-9961 

PART  1917— APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELE- 
VATION  DETERMINATION  AND  JUDI¬ 
CIAL  REVIEW 

Final  Flood  Elevation  for  the  Borough  of 
Wormleysburg,  Cumberland  County, 
Pennsyhfania 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
In  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which 
added  Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  Xm  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Pub.  L.  90-448),  42  UJ5.C.  4001- 
4128,  and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (5  1917.10) ) . 
hereby  gives  notice  of  his  final  determi¬ 
nations  of  fiood  elevations  for  the  Bor¬ 
ough  of  Wormleysburg,  Chimberland 
County,  Pennsylvania  under  5  1917.8  of 
Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions. 

The  Administrator,  to  whom  the  Sec¬ 
retary  has  delegated  the  statutory  au¬ 
thority,  has  developed  criteria  for  flood 
plain  management  in  flood-prone  areas. 
In  order  to  continue  participation  in  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  the 
Borough  must  adopt  flood  plain  manage¬ 
ment  measures  that  are  consistent  with 
these  criteria  and  reflect  the  base  flood 
elevations  determined  by  the  Secretary 
in  accordance  with  24  CFR  Part  1910. 

In  accordance  with  Part  1917,  an  c«)- 
portunity  for  the  community  or  individ¬ 
uals  to  appeal  this  determination  to  or 
through  the  community  for  a  period  of 
ninety  (90)  days  has  been  provided.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  S  1917.8,  no  appeals  were  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  community  or  fnxn 
Individuals  within  the  community. 
Dierefbre,  publication  of  this  notice  Is  In 
compliance  with  S  1917.10. 


Pinal  flood  elevations  (100-year  flood) 
are  listed  below  for  selected  locations. 
Maps  and  other  information  showing  the 
detailed  outlines  of  the  flood-prone  areas 
and  the  final  elevations  are  available  for 
review  at  the  Bulletin  Board,  Municipal 


(Docket  No.  FI-e53J 

PART  1917— APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELE¬ 
VATION  DETERMINATION  AND  JUDI¬ 
CIAL  REVIEW 

Final  Flood  Elevation  for  the  City  of 
Norton,  Virginia 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which 
added  Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  xm  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Pub.  L.  90-448),  42  US.C.  4001- 
4128,  and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (§  1917.10)), 
hereby  gives  notice  of  his  final  determi¬ 
nations  of  flood  elevations  for  the  CTity 


Building,  20  Market  Street,  Wormleys¬ 
burg. 

Accordingly,  the  Administrator  has  de¬ 
termined  the  100-year  (i.e.,  flood  with 
one-percent  chance  of  annual  occm:- 
rence)  flood  elevations  as  set  forth  below: 


of  Norton,  Virginia  under  §  1917.8  of 
Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions.  V 

The  Administrator,  to  whom  the  Sec¬ 
retary  has  delegated  the  statutory  au¬ 
thority,  has  developed  criteria  for  flood 
plain  management  in  flood-prone  areas. 
In  order  to  continue  participation  in  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  the 
City  must  adopt  flood  plain  manage¬ 
ment  measures  that  are  consistent  wiOi 
these  criteria  and  reflect  the  base  flood 
elevations  determined  by  the  Secretary 
in  accordance  with  24  CFR  Part  1910. 

In  accordance  with  Part  1917,  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  the  community  or  individ¬ 
uals  to  appeal  this  determination  to  or 


Source  of  Oooding 


Elovation,  Width  in  feet  from  bank  of  stream 
feet  to  100-yr  flood  boundary  facing 
above  mean  downstream 
sea  level 


Left 


Right 


Susquehanna  River _ Market  Street  Bridge . . 

Walnut  Street  Bridge . . . . 

Taylor  Bridge _ _ 

Confluence  with  f^nodoguiuet  Greek. 


320 

320 

321 
321 


280 

880 

780 

1,000 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (S3  F.R.  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
42  UJ3.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator,  34  FJl.  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  F.R.  2787,  January  24,  1674.) 

Issued:  August  10, 1976. 

Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
(FR  Doc.76- 24511  PUed  8-23-76:8:45  am] 
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ihromfh  the  community  for  a  period  of 
ninety  (90)  dayi  has  been  provided.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  i  191TJI.  no  iM7Peals  were  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  community  or  from  In¬ 
dividuals  within  the  community.  There¬ 
fore.  publication  of  this  notice  Is  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  1 1917.10. 

Pinal  flood  elevations  (100- year  flood) 
are  listed  below  for  selected  locations. 


and  other  Information  showing  the 
dettdled  outlines  of  the  flood-prone  areas 
and  the  final  elevations  are  avmilalfle  for 
review  at  Town  Hall,  618  Virginia  Ave¬ 
nue.  Norton. 

Accordingly,  the  Administrator  has  de¬ 
termined  the  100-3^ear  (l.e..  flood  with 
one-percent  chance  of  annual  occur¬ 
rence)  flood  elevattoDs  as  set  forth  below: 


SoOTM  of  floodlag 


Location 


EleTation  Width  bt  fact  from  bank  of  stream 
in  feet  to  IQS-yr  flood  boondary  faetnc 
aboTe  mean  downstream 
sea  lavol  - 


Lrft  Right 


Gwft  River . Northern  corporate  limits . 

N.A  W.  Railroad  crossing  at  Lost  Creek. 

Kentucky  Avanne . . 

Roes  Avenno _ _ _ _ _ 

,  Chestnut  Avenoe  (Raeervflie) _ 

rVinr  rreeir  Esservllle.  eastern  corporate  limits _ 

12th  Street  (EsBerviUe) _ _ 

N.  A  W.  Railroad  (Esservllle) _ 

Benges  Branch. _ _ Western  corporate  limits . . . 

Interstate  raOroad _ _ _ 

Main  Avenae . _ 

L.  A  N.  Railroad . . 

Spring  AvsMM . . . 

Laurd  Aveone  (extended) _ 

Chapman  Street  (extended) . . 

Bswell  River..... _ Along  Route  610 . . . 

Along  western  corporate  Emits. _ 


2.m 

(*) 

340 

2.0S7 

180 

185 

2.078 

130 

145 

2,076 

180 

36 

250 

70 

2,100 

120 

120 

2,063 

140 

12S 

2,060 

195 

60 

2,002 

40 

70 

2,060 

80 

130 

2,075 

70 

870 

2. 145 

190 

160 

2,146 

m 

>600 

2.210 

110 

46 

3.a» 

2S0 

60 

60-100 

(9 

40-140 

lo-m 

>  Corporate  limits; 

*  Alo^road. 

(NatlocAl  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (S3  FJL  17804,  November  28.  1968),  as  amended; 
48  UA.C.  4001-4138;  and  Secretary's  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator,  34  FJL  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FJL  8787,  January  24,  1974.) 


Issued:  August  10, 1976. 


Howau  B.  CTlark, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.76-24514  Filed  8-23-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-1,0251 

PART  1917— APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELE¬ 
VATION  DETERMINATION  AND  JUDI¬ 
CIAL  REVIEW 

Final  Flood  Elevation  for  the  CHy  of 
RicMand  HHIs,  Tarrant  County,  Texas 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
In  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which 
added  Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Pub.  L.  90-448).  42  n.S.C.  4001- 
4128,  and  24  CFR  Part  1917  ($  1917.10) ) . 
hereby  givea  notice  of  his  final  determi¬ 
nations  of  flood  elevations  for  the  City 
of  Rlchlands  Hills,  Tarrant  County,  Tex¬ 
as  under  {  1917.8  of  Title  24  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations. 

The  Administrator,  to  whom  the  Sec¬ 
retary  has  delegated  the  statutory  au¬ 
thority,  has  developed  criteria  for  flood 
plain  management  In  flood-prone  areas. 
In  order  to  continue  participation  in  the 
Natiixial  Flood  Insurance  Program,  the 
CMty  mtBt  adopt  flood  plain  manage¬ 


ment  measures  that  are  consistent  with 
these  criteria  and  reflect  the  base  flood 
elevations  determined  by  the  Secretary 
in  accordance  with  24  CFR  Part  1910. 

In  accordance  with  Part  1917,  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  the  community  or  individ¬ 
uals  to  appeal  this  determination  to  or 
through  the  community  for  a  period  of 
ninety  (90)  days  has  been  provided.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  S  1917.8,  no  appeals  were  re¬ 
ceived  freon  the  community  or  from  in¬ 
dividuals  within  the  community.  There¬ 
fore,  publication  of  this  notice  is  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  §  1917<10. 

Final  flood  elevations  (100-year  flood)' 
are  listed  below  for  selected  locattans. 
Maps  and  other  informatiogi  showing  the 
detailed  outlines  of  the  flood-prone  areas 
and  the  final  elevations  are  available  for 
review  at  the  Bulletin  Board  at  Cflty 
HaU,  3200  Diana  Drive,  Richland  Hills, 
Texas. 

Accordingly,  the  Administrator  has  de¬ 
termined  the  100-year  (l.e.,  flood  with 
one-percent  chance  of  annual  occur- 
renee)  flood  elevations  as  set  forth  be¬ 
low: 
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iULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Loettloa 


Bration,  Wkith  in  faet  from  book  of  atnam 
^  fNt  to  MIHrr  flood  boundary  iMlng 
abovoaMon  flowaaUaaai 

■Mlml - — - - 

Lift  Rifht 


Bk  VoodDCn 

MbfltaryL 


Cratk. 


Bk  FoobU  Croak, 
tributary  4. 


Calloway  Brandi. 


Trinity  IUtmt,  tilbn- 
tary  2. 


Bk  FoesU  Crert, 
tfibntary  6. 


Bk  FoobU  Crook, 
tributary  3. 


Dow  Lane . 

Brooks  Btraot . 

Boron  Kaaop  Aronno.. ......... _ _ 

Brtdflos  Aronno. . . . . 

Bakor  Bonkrard  (Hkbway  ISB)  north 
fldo. 

Baker  Boulerard  (Hkbway  183)  sooth 
dde. 

lot  bam  Diiro _ _ _ 

Park  Place  Drive . . 

Pecan  Park  Drire . . . 

Texas  Electric  Serrioe  Co.  rkhboAway.. 

Pips  Une  Co.  tnaniiiiint . . . . 

Pine  Park  Drire . 

Klngsbnry  Arenoe . . . . 

Roeebod  Drive... . . . 

Cecil  Drive . . . . . 

Baker  Boulevard  (Hkbway  IW  nertb 
side. 

Baker  Bonlevaid  (Highway  183)  sontb 
side. 

Kings  Court . . . 

Park  Place  Drive . 

Pecan  Park  Drive _ 

Kingsbury  Avenue _ _ _ .... 

Olen  View  IMve _ _ _ _ 

Leslie  Drive  (extended) _ 

Norma  Lane  (extended) _ 

Beth  Court  (extended) . . . 

Sootbem  corporate  UmitB _ _ 

Alley  (Street).. _ _ _ 

Baker  Boulevard  (Hi^way  168)  north 
side. 

Baker  Boulevard  (Highway  183)  sooth 
side. 

Texas  Electric  Servioe  Co.,  right-of-way. 

State  Hkbway  121,  north  ride _ _ 

•tiMe  Highway  121,  south  ride. . . 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Qulf  Rdlroad. 

SootlMm  corporate  limits _ 

Northern  corporate  limits _ 

Baker  Boulevard  (EUgbway  183) 
ride. 

Baker  Boulevard  (Hkbway  183)  sooth 
ride. 

Aliena  Lane . . . . 

Lavon  Drive  (extended) . . . 

Haidtoty  Blreet . 

Glen  BUIS  Road . . . 

Riclilynn  Terrace.... _ _ _ 

Rkddand  Road . 


a«a 

20 

126 

SS8 

40  - 

90 

6K 

60  . 

30 

B43 

46 

90 

MO 

26 

40 

834 

18 

26 

830 

80 

28 

817 

76 

170 

812 

810 

200 

800  ' 

240 

816 

806 

226 

776 

804 

306 

C) 

60 

370 

1,816 

892 

aoo 

1.110 

801 

800 

L486 

Ml 

..  80 

86 

838 

80 

90 

623 

80 

46 

819 

40 

46 

812 

100 

236 

810 

2M) 

L630 

668 

826 

60 

588 

600 

60 

660 

190 

800 

8tt 

380 

146 

548 

110 

290 

840 

80 

28 

839 

'  36 

46 

886 

16 

86 

828 

» 

86 

620 

no 

30 

617 

(>) 

30 

816 

186 

618 

(0 

80 

534 

36 

80 

632 

no 

106 

836 

.  116 

80 

807 

660  - 

300 

602 

925 

(•) 

580 

no  - 

146 

870 

140 

W 

871 

960 

120 

087 

40 

46 

*  Corporate  limit. 

(Natltmnl  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  xni  of  Bousing  and  Urban  Development 
Aet  of  1968),  elfecttre  Jsmuary  38,  1969  (88  FEl  1T804.  November  38,  1968),  as  amended; 
4fl  UBjC.  4001-4138;  and  Secretory’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insursmoe  Adminis¬ 
trate,  84  FR  3680,  Febniary  37,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  3787,  Jsmuary  34,  1974.) 


Issued:  August  10, 1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-345ia  FUed  8-33-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-1,003) 

PART  1917— APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELE¬ 
VATION  DETERMINATION  AND  JUDI¬ 
CIAL  REVIEW 

Final  Flood  Elevation  for  the  Township  of 
Conyngham,  Luzame  County,  Pennsyl^nla 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
In  accordance  with  Section  110  cd  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protectiem  Act  of  1973^ 
(Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which 
added  Bectkm  1363  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  xm  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Pub.  li.  9U-448),  42  UB.C.  4001- 
4128,  and  24  CFR  Part  1917  ({  1917.10) ) . 
hokby  gives  notice  of  his  final  determi¬ 
nations  of  flood  tievations  for  the  Town- 
rtiip  of  Conyngham,  Luzerne  County, 
Pennflylrania  under  1 1917.8  of  Title  24 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 


The  Administrator,  to  whom  the  Sec¬ 
retary  has  delegated  the  statutory  au¬ 
thority,  has  developed  criteria  for  flood 
plain  management  in  flo(xl-prone  ureas. 
In  order  to  continue  participation  in  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  the 
Township  must  adopt  flood  plain  man¬ 
agement  measures  that  are  consistent 
with  these  criteria  and  reflect  the  base 
flood  elevations  determined  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  in  accordance  with  24  CFR  Part 
1910. 

In  accordance  with  Part  1917,  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  the  commimlty  or  Indivld- 
ualfl  to  appeal  this  determination  to  or 
throihsh  the  community  for  a  period  of 
ninety  (90)  days  has  been  provided.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  i  1917.8,  no  appec^  were  re¬ 
ceived  fnxn  the  community  or  from  In- 
dlvldualfi  within  the  cooununity.  There- 
f<n«,  publlcatlcm  of  this  notice  is  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  1 1917.10. 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Final  flood  elevatioiu  aoo-year  flood) 
are  listed  below  for  eeteoted  locatlana. 
Maps  and  other  inf  on^tirai  showing  the 
detailed  outUnes  of  the  flood-prone  areas 
nnrt  the  AtiaJ  elevatlODs  are  available  for 
review  at  the  Bulletin  Board  at  the  Fire 


Wan,  Main  Street.  Mocanaqua,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Accorfflngly,  the  Administrate  has  de¬ 
termined  the  100-year  (Le.,  flood  with 
one-percent  chance  of  annual  occur¬ 
rence)  flood  elevations  as  set  forth  be¬ 
low:  ' 


( 

SMm  of  SooSinc 


Location 


Elevation 
in  feet 
above  mean 
sea  level 


Width  in  feet  from  bank  of  stream 
to  100-yr  flood  boundary  ftwint 
downstnam 


Left  Boat 


North  Branch  Northwest  oorporate  Umlts . 

Swqaeiwnna  Biver.  LB  4SI)M  Brtdge . . . . 

T-436  (ttltMldMl).. _ -  _ Ta.T-  -.a 

LB  40120  (extended) . . 

T-448  (sxtended) . . . . 

Southwest  (wporate  limits _ _ 

Wapwallopon  Creek...  Southeast  oorporate  limits _ 

lOOeastof  LR655 . 

Fenn-Central  Railroad. . . 

Little  WapwaUopeo  Southern  oorporate  limits _ 

Creek.  LB  460*6 . 

T-4S# . . . . 

Fenn-Oential  KhUroad.... . . 


sm 

S22 

>340 

•220 

521 

•760 

_ 

SIS 

•800 

sn 

>400 

... 

All 

•SOO 

sn 

•400 

.  .  a  — ^  — 

511 

>460 

511 

*310 

«0 

190 

200 

120 

S15 

710 

ISB 

515 

SO 

1,»40 

>  Net  detaraUusd. 

I  Inside  carporate  Umlts. 


(National  Flood  Insuranoe  Act  of  1»68  (Title  XIU  of  Housing  and  Urban  Deralopment 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1960  (8S  FR  17804,  November  28.  1068),  aa  amended; 
42  UB.C.  4001-4128;  and  Seoretary's  delegaUon  oC  authority  to  Federal  Ineuranoe  Artmlnle- 
trator,  84  F»  2680,  Februstry  27,  1060,  as  amended  by  80  FB  2787,  January  IM,  1074.) 


Issued;  August  10, 1976. 


Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


[FR  Doc.76-24512  Filed  8-23-76;8:46  am] 
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proposed  rules 


This  ssction  0«  ttM  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contslns  noticM  to  tho  public  of  Iho  proposed  Issuancs  of  ruiss  and  rsgutatkma.  Tha  purpoM  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  msking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  fbtai  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Geological  Survey 
[30CFRPaft211] 

COAL  MINING  OPERATING 
REGULATIONS 

Adoption  of  Requirements  of  Wyoming's 
Reclamation  Laws  and  Requirements 


substantially  prevMit  the  mining  of  Federal 
coal  in  such  State,  and 

(2)  Tbe  Secretaiy  determines  that  It  Is  In 
the  overriding  national  Interest  that  such 
coal  be  produced  without  such  i^ipllcatUm 
of  such  requirements.  In  any  such  determi¬ 
nation  of  overriding  national  Interest,  the 
Secretary  will  consult  In  advance  of  such  de¬ 
termination  with  the  Oovemor  of  the  State 
Involved. 


from  a  reclamation  requirement  If  tbe 
variation  Is  essential  to  achieve  tbe  de¬ 
sired  post-mining  use  of  the  reclaimed 
lands.  Wyoming  treats  this  type  of  prob¬ 
lem  in  the  text  of  its  reclamation  re¬ 
quirements;  the  Department  treats  it  in 
a  separate  section.  If  the  Department 
adopts  the  reclamation  requirements  of 
Wyoming’s  laws  and  regulations,  as 
proposed  by  this  rulemaking,  it  wlD 
grant  variances  from  the  reclamation 
requirements  only  after  consideratkm  of 
the  requirements  of  Wyoming  law,  but 
will  use  the  procedures  in  30  CFR  211.74 
to  process  the  request  for  a  variance. 
The  Department  wfll  consult  with  Wyo¬ 
ming  in  deciding  whether  to  grant  a 
variance. 

The  comparison  in  Table  I  shows  that 
the  requirements  of  Wyoming^  laws  and 
regulatims  are  equal  to  or  greater  than 
those  in  30  CFR  Part  211  in  every  In¬ 
stance  except  one,  the  requirement  for 
limiting  access  to  protect  the  reclaimed 
land  from  grazing.  This  "deficiency”  is 
minimized  by  other  provisions  whkdi  en¬ 
sure  that  overall  general  environmental 
protection  is  at  least  as  strlngest  as  under 
Federal  regulations.  The  requirements 
that  were  reviewed  are  substantive  not 
procedural  requirements.  Those  aspects 
of  procedure  which  relate  to  the  adminis¬ 
tration  and  enforcement  of  reclamation 
operations  are  not  a  part  of  this  rule- 
making,  but  may  be  covered  as  part  of 
agreonents  made  under  30  CFR  211.76 
(b).  The  procedures  that  will  be  used 
in  deciding  whether  to  approve  a  mining 
plan  are  federal  procedures. 

After  reviewing  the  comparison,  the 
Task  Force  (1)  made  a  preliminary  rec¬ 
ommendation  that  the  requirements  of 
Wyoming’s  reclamation  laws  provided 
general  environmental  protection  at  least 
as  stringent  as  would  occur  under  30  CFR 
Part  211,  and  (2)  determined  that  appli¬ 
cation  of  these  laws  and  regulations  as  a 
condition  to  federal  approval  of  mining 
and  exploration  plans  would  not  unrea¬ 
sonably  and  substantially  prevent  the 
mining  of  federal  coal  in  Wyoming. 

The  Secretary  reviewed  the  Task 
Force’s  conclusions  and  directed  that 
this  notice  of  pre^osed  rulemaking  be 
published.  The  proposed  rulemaklpg 
adds  a  new  section,  S  211.76  to  30  CFR 
Part  211.  Paragraph  (a)  of  the  new  sec¬ 
tion  lists  the  requirements  of  Wyoming’s 
reclamation  laws  and  regulations  that 
will  be  made  a  c(xidlti(m  to  federal  ap¬ 
proval  of  a  mining  or  exploration  plan 
under  30  CFR  Part  211.  Paragraph  (b) 
lists  the  sections  of  Part  211  that  are  re¬ 
placed  by  the  requirements  of  Wyenning’s 
laws  and  regulations.  Paragraph  (c)  says 
that  the  Department  may,  through  rule- 
making,  terminate  the  application  of  the 
requirements  in  S  211.76(a)  if  changes  in 


On  Iday  17,  1976,  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  a^i^pted  new  regulations  to 
govern  the  management  of  federally 
owned  coed  resources.  41  FJR.  20252 
(1976).  Those  regulations  estabUshed  a 
procedure  under  which  the  Secretary  qH 
tbe  Interior  may  decide,  through  rule- 
making,  that  the  DQ>ai1ment  will  ap¬ 
prove  mining  plans  in  a  particular  state 
only  if  the  mining  plans  would  ccxnply 
with  the  requirements  of  state  reclama- 
ti(m  laws  which  are  as  stringent  as  the 
reclamation  reqtiirements  of  30  CFR 
Part  211.  In  an  advance  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking,  the  Department  ex¬ 
plained  what  steps  it  would  take  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  it  would  adopt  the  re- 
quiremmts  of  a  state’s  reclamatiim  law. 
41  FR  27993  (1976). 

The  Department  has  now  c(xnpleted 
its  review  of  the  requirements  of  the  rec¬ 
lamation  laws  of  the  State  of  Wyoming 
using  tbe  procedures  explained  in  the 
advance  notice  of  propos^  rulemaking. 
The  Di^rtment  has  begun,  but  has  not 
finished  reviewing  the  requirements  of 
other  states.  This  rulemaking  proceeding 
pn^xises  that  tbe  requirements,  of  the 
State  of  Wyoming’s  reclamation  laws  be 
applied  as  a  conditkm  upixi  the  approval 
of  any  pregxised  federal  exploratkm  or 
mining  plan.  The  pix^osed  rulemaking 
lists  the  provtskms  of  Wyesning  law 
which  are  laws  relating  to  reclamation, 
and  Usts  the  federal  regulatimis  that  are 
superseded  by  the  Wywning  require¬ 
ments. 

TlUe  30  CFR  211.75(a)  says: 

Beotlon  211.76.  Appliedbility  of  State  law. 
(a)  On  the  effective  date  of  this  part,  and 
from  time  to  time  thereafter,  the  Secretary 
shall  direct  a  prompt  review  of  State  laws 
and  regulations  In  effect,  relating  to  recla¬ 
mation  of  lands  disturbed  by  surface  mining 
of  coal  In  each  State  In  which  Federal  coal 
has  been  leased,  permitted,  or  licensed.  If, 
after  such  review,  the  Secretary  determines 
that  the  requirements  ot  the  laws  and  regu¬ 
lations  at  any  such  State  afford  general  i»o- 
tection  of  environmental  quality  and  values 
at  least  as  stringent  as  would  oocur  under 
exclusive  appUcation  of  this  part,  he  shall, 
by  rulemarking,  direct  that  the  requirements 
of  such  State  laws  and  regulations  there¬ 
after  be  spiled  as  conditions  upon  the 
iq^roval  of  any  proposed  exploration  or  min¬ 
ing  plan,  unless: 

(1)  Tbe  Secretary  determines  that  such 
:q;>pllcation  of  the  requirements  of  such  laws 
and  regulations  would  unreasonably  and 


Table  I  summarizes  the  comparison 
that  was  made.  (The  Analytical  Cri-' 
teria  used  in  the  Table  are  illustrative 
of  the  requirements  of  federal  law;  their 
use  is  not  intended  to  change  the  effect 
of  the  regulations).  Table  n  sets  out; 
verbatim,  the  requirements  of  Wyo¬ 
ming’s  laws  and  regulations  that  will 
be  adopted.  The  proposed  1211.76(b), 
and  the  column  of  Table  I  captioned 
"Federal  Citation  (30  CTFR  Part  211)”, 
list  those  sections  of  30  CFR  Part  211 
that  the  Department  has  concluded  are 
regulations  relating  to  the  reclamation 
of  lands  disturbed  by  surface  mining  of 
coal.  The  list  consists  of  30  C?FR  211.40 
(a),  minus  the  paragraphs  of  that  sec¬ 
tion  that  are  directed  toward  health 
and  safety  concerns  or  purely  proce¬ 
dural  requirements,  rather  than  recla¬ 
mation  concerns.  The  omitted  para- 
gnqjhs  are  30  CFR  211.40(a)  (9),  (10)', 
(13)(IU).  (14)  (11)  (A),  (15),  (16),  (17). 
The  Department  determined  that  the 
provisicMis  of  Part  211  not  in  9  211.40(a) 
were  not  regulations  relating  to  the 
reclamation  of  lands  disturbed  by  coal 
mining  either  because  they  (1)  were 
purely  procedural  requirements;  (2) 
were  requirements  unrelated  to  recla¬ 
mation;  or  (3)  were  requirements  al¬ 
ready  included  in  |  211.40.  For  example, 
9  211.10  prescribes  what  informaUon 
must  be  submitted  in  a  mining  plan. 
TTiis  assists  the  Mining  Supervisor  in 
determining  whether  an  operator  would 
comply  with  the  substantive  reclamation 
requirements.  The  section  adds  no  "on- 
the-ground”  requirements,  however,  and 
it  is  primarily  a  procedural  requirement. 
Similarly,  9  211.41(c)  Permanent  aban¬ 
donment,  which  states  what  steps  must 
be  taken  to  properly  abandon  a  mining 
operation,  and  which  requires  backfiU- 
W,  regrading  and  revegetating,  merely 
repeats  requirements  that  are  also 
found  in  the  performance  standards  in 
9  211.40(a).  Omitting  9  211.41(c),  does 
not  lessen  the  operator’s  reclamation 
duties.  The  Department  has  also  decided 
that  the  procedures  in  30  CFR  211.74, 
Variances  are  not  regulations  relating 
to  reclamation  of  lands  disturbed  by 
surface  mining  of  coal,  and  they  will  not 
be  superseded  by  this  rulemaking.  Both 
Wyoming’s  rules  and  regulations  and 
the  Department’s  regulations  have  pro¬ 
cedures  that  allow  an  operator  to  vary 
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the  requirements  of  either  Federal  or 
State  law  make  that  application  incon¬ 
sistent  with  30  CPR  211.75(a).  Before 
the  regulations  are  finally  adopted,  the 
Department,  and  the  ^tate  of  WyMnlng 
will  have  to  execute  a  memorandum  of 
imderstanding  to  cover  how  they  will 
act  on  changes  in  Federal  or  State  laws 
or  regulations.  This  agreement  will  be 
published  along  with  the  final  rule- 
making. 

This  rulemaking  also  includes  two 
proposed  technical  amendments  to  Part 
211.  The  first  technical  amendment  cor¬ 
rects  a  drafting  error  in  S  211.40(a)  (2). 
The  last  sentence  of  that  section  is  a 
variance  procedure,  not  a  performance 
standard  and  it  should  have  been  in¬ 
cluded  in  I  211.74.  The  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  corrects  this  error.  The  second 
technical  amendment  separates  the 
health  and  safety  aspects  of  §  211.40(a) 
(14)  (ii)  from  the  reclamation  aspects  of 
that  section.  When  the  propos^  rule- 
making  refers  to  either  §  211.40(a)  (2), 
or  S  211.40(a)  (14)  (ii),  or  §211.74,  the 
reference  is  to  those  sections  as  amended 
by  these  technical  amendments. 

Although  the  proposed  rulemaking 
does  not  attempt  to  amend  43  CFR  Sub¬ 
part  3041,  the  Department  would  like  to 
clarify  that  the  reclamation  require¬ 
ments  of  that  section  will  be  adminis¬ 
tered  consistently  with  the  changes  made 
in  Part  211  as  the  result  of  this  rulemak¬ 
ing.  If  necessary,  this  will  include  mak¬ 
ing  appropriate  changes  in  the  language 
of  Subpart  3041. 

The  environmental  impacts  of  this 
proposed  action  are  discussed  in  the  final 
En'^ronmental  Impact  Statement,  Sur¬ 
face  Management  of  Coal  Resources  (43 
cm  Part  3041)  and  Coal  Mining  Oper¬ 
ating  Regulations  (30  C7FR  Part  211) 
(1976).  NEPA  does  not  require,  and  the 
Department  will  not  prepare,  a  separate 
Impact  statement  for  tl^  action. 

The  Department  will  conduct  a  public 
meeting  on  this  proposed  rulemaking 
during  the  week  of  September  20,  1976, 
In  Cheyenne,  Wyoming.  The  exact  time 
and  place  of  the  hearing  will  be  an¬ 
nounced  shortly.  Any  person  who  wishes 
to  testify  at  the  hearing  should  notify 
the  Chief,  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management,  Cheyenne, 
Wyoming  82001,  (Tel.  no.  (307) -778- 
2220) .  The  meetings  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Depending  upon  the  number  of 
people  desiring  to  be  heard,  the  Chair¬ 
person  may  limit  the  amount  of  time 
available  for  each  statement.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  those  wishing  to  make  an  cural 
statement  should  idan  to  limit  their  re¬ 
marks  to  15  minutes.  Additionally,  such 
remarks  should  be  reduced  to  writing  and 
at  least  two  copies  filed  with  the  Chair¬ 
person  at  the  meetings.  Individuals  de¬ 
siring  to'  present  extended  remaiics  or 
written  comments  only  for  the  record 
may  do  so  at  the  meetings  through  the 
filing  of  at  least  two  copies. 

In  addition,  the  Department  will  ac¬ 
cept  written  comments  on  the  proposed 
rulemaking  imtll  October  26, 1976.  As  the 


advance  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
stated,  the  comment  period  will  not  be 
extended.  Please  send  your  comments  to 
DepU^  Under  Secretary  Lyons,  CTialr- 
man.  Task  Force  on  the  Adoption  of  Re- 
quirranents  of  State  Reclamation  Laws. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

Dated;  August  19. 1976. 

John  Kyl, 

I  Acting  Secretary. 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior. 

1.  The  Department  of  the  Interior  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Title  30  CFR  Part  211 : 

(a)  By  deleting  the  last  sentence  of 
30  CFR  211.40(a)(2).  and  revising  and 
renumbering  38  CFR  211.40(a)  (14)  (ii). 
As  amended  §  211.40  (a)  (2)  and  (a)  (14) 
(ii)  reads  as  follows: 

§  211.40  Operating  and  reclamation 
standards. 

(a)  •  *  • 

(2)  The  operator  shall  replace  over¬ 
burden  and  waste  materials  in  the  mined 
area  by  backfilling  (compacting  where 
necessary to  ensure  stability  or  to  pre¬ 
vent  leaching  of  toxic  materials),  grad¬ 
ing.  or  other  means,  so  as  to  cover  all 
acid-forming  or  other  toxic  materials, 
eliminate  highwalls  and  spoil  piles  and 
restore  the  approximate  original  con¬ 
tour.  Where  the  thickness  of  the  coal 
deposits  relative  to  the  volume  of  over¬ 
burden  and  other  spoil  and  waste  mate¬ 
rials  are  either  insufficient  or  more  than 
sufficient  to  restore  the  approximate 
original  contour,  the  operator  shall,  in 
order  to  provide  adequate  drainage, 
backfill,  grade,  and,  where  necessary 
compact  using  all  available  overburden 
or  spoil  material,  to  obtain  the  lowest 
practicable  grade,  which  shall  in  any 
event  be  less  than  the  angle  of  repose. 
Excess  overburden  or  other  spofl  mate¬ 
rial  shall  be  fully  reclaimed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  this  part; 
•  •  •  •  • 

(14)  •  •  * 

(11)  Provide  warning  signs,  fencing, 
fiagman,  barricades  and  other  safety  and 
protective  measures  as  may  be  necessary 
to  regulate  public  access,  vehicular  traf¬ 
fic,  and  wildlife  or  livestock  grazing  in 
all  areas  of  active  operations,  including 
lands  undergoing  reclamation: 

(A)  To  protect  the  public,  wildlife  and 
livestock  from  hazards  associated  from 
such  operations;  and 

(B)  To  protect  revegetated  areas  from 
unplanned  and  uncontrolled  grazing. 

•  •  •  •  « 

(b)  By  Amending  30  (IPR  211.74(e) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  211.74  Variances. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(e)  An  operator  may  apply  for  a  var¬ 
iance  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graph  (a>^  of  this  section  only  by  submit¬ 
ting  a  new  or  revised  mining  plan  to  the 
Mining  Supervisor  pursuant  to  the  pro- 
Tlslons  of  this  Part.  Variance  from  the 


requirements  of  subdivision  (i)  and  (ii) 
of  §  211.40(a)  (2)  may  be  allowed  in  an 
approved  mining  plan  if  the  Director  of 
the  Geological  Survey,  with  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  or  the  comparable  ap¬ 
propriate  authorized  officer,  determines 
that  unusual  physical  conditions  at  the 
site,  such  as  steeply  dipping  coal  beds  or 
multiple  seam  mining  exists  and  such 
conditions  make  backfilling  pursuant  to 
such  requirements  impracticable  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  volume  of  material  excavated 
or  environmentally  undesirable  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  duration  of  the  operation.  Mi¬ 
nor  changes  of  (H>erations  which  do  not 
involve  violations  of  the  performance 
standards  set  forth  in  this  part,  and  the 
granting  of  a  variance  pursuant  to  this 
§  211.40(a)  (2),  will  not  be  deemed  to  be 
subject  to  or  require  compliance  with, 
the  provisions  of  this  section. 

«  •  •  •  « 

Adding  a  new  §  211.76  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  211.76  Applicability  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Wyoming*s  Reclamation 
Laws  and  Reg^ations. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  §  211.75(a)  the  Secre¬ 
tary  has  determined  that  federal  ap¬ 
proval  of  a  mining  or  exploration  plan  in 
Wyoming  requiiyd  by  this  Part  211  will 
be  granted  only  if  the  plan  would  com¬ 
ply  with  the  requirements  of  Wyoming’s 
reclamation  laws  and  regulations  that 
are  listed  in  subparagraphs  (I)-(IO)  of 
this  paragraph: 

(1)  Wyo.  Stat.  35.502.3(e)(1); 

(2)  Wyo.  Stat.  35.502.21(a)  (i)-(vl) ; 

(3)  Wyo.  Stat.  35.502.24:1; 

(4)  Wyo  Stat.  35.502.32(b)  (li)-(ix) ; 

(5)  Wyo.  Land  Quality  Reg.  n-lb; 

(6)  Wyo.  Land  Qxiallty  Reg.  II-2a(l), 
(2); 

(7)  Wyo.  Land  Quality  Reg.  n-3-5; 

(8)  Wyo.  Land  Qualily  Reg.  ni-1-4, 
6-7; 

(9)  Wyo.  Land  Quality  Reg.  IV-l; 

(10)  Wyo.  Land  Quality  Reg.  Vm-l 

(b)  Paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
supersedes  the  requirements  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  sections  in  this  Part  211: 

(1)  211.40(a)  (l)-(8): 

(2)  211.40(a)  (ll)-(13)(ii); 

(3)  211.40(a)  14(11)  (B) 

(c)  This  section  remains  in  effect  until 
the  Secretary  determines,  through  rule- 
making,  and  in  accordance  with  a  mem¬ 
orandum  of  understanding  with  the 
State  of  Wyoming  that: 

(1)  nie  requirements  of  Wyoming’s 
reclamation  laws  and  regulations  fail  to 
provide  general  protection  of  environ¬ 
mental  qp&lity  and  values  at  least  as 
stringent  as  would  occur  imder  the  ex¬ 
clusive  application  of  this  Part;  or 

(2)  The  requirements  of  Wyoming  re¬ 
clamation  laws  and  regulations  unrea¬ 
sonably  prevent  the  mining  of  federal 
coal  and  it  is  in  the  overriding  national 
interest  that  the  coal  be  produced  with¬ 
out  application  of  the  requirements  listed 
in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 
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Table  1. — Comparison  of  requirements  of  Federal-State  reclamation  laws  and  requlationa 


Anmlytleal  eritertB 


FedM«l  oiution 
(80  CFB  pL  211) 


State  cttattoB 
(ehapter/Metion) 


Ckmnnanta 


Stringency  of 
protection  ' 


A.  Timing  and  objeetlTes  of  reolamation; 

1.  Contanporaneously  as  practicable  with  opera-  211.40(a)(1)  .. 

tiODS. 

2.  *90  a  condition  capable  of  supporting  prior  usee . 

B.  RestcHratioD  of  approximate  original  contour.. 


211.40(8)(2) 


1.  Replace  overburden  in  the  mined  area  by  back-  . . 

filling,  grading,  or  other  means. 

2.  Eliminate  highrntUs.... _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

8,  Eliminate  spcU  pilea _ _ _ _ 

4.  Reetore  the  approxiiiiate  original  contour... . . 

Stabilise  and  protect  wulaei  areas  affected  by  coal  211.40(a)(3) 

mining  and  reclamation. 


rv'-i 

Il-lb 

35-602.21(8)  a)-(iU) 

35-502.32(b)(lx) 

II-4a(3) 

II-2a  (1),  (2) 

35- 6Q2.21(a)(ii) 

36- 602.3(e)(i) 

11-3 

35.502A2  (v),  (vl) 


Under  State  law  redamation  mast  begin  as  soon  Equal, 
as  possible  and  oontinue  concurrently. 


Federal  regulations  require  elimination  of  a  high- 
wall  nnlem  a  yariance  Is  allowed.  State  ragiua- 
lions  provide  that  a  stabilized  hlghwall  may 
be  left  if  a  water  impoundment  is  approved 
in  the  reclamation  pun. 


Equal. 


ll-2a  (1),  (2) 

n-5e(2) 

35^.8(e)a) 


1.  Control  slides,  erosion,  subsidence,  and  attendsmt 
air  and  water  pollution. 

D.  Topsdl  handling,  repUoement . ...'. . 


State  regulations  do  not  exjMcitly  require 
ator  to  protect  and  stabiiUs  all  mined  areas, 
but  the  requirement  U  Implicit  in  other  sec¬ 
tions. 


Equal. 


211.40(a)(4). 


211.40(a)  (13). 


•  1.  Remove  topsoil  separately . 

2.  Stockpile  topsoil  if  not  used  tanmediately _ 

3.  If  topsoil  is  stookidled  for  lengthy  p«iod,  use 

vegetative  oover  to  protect  fitom  wind  and  arater 
erosion. 

4.  If  topsoil  is  poor  in  quantity  or  quality,  rise  best 

suitable  material  avaiUbU  for  revegetatioa 

3.  Replaoe  topsoil  on  backfilled  areas . . . 

Kr  Revelation... _ _ _ _ 

1.  Establish  diverse  vegetative  cover,  native  to  the 

area  on  regraded  areas  and  all  other  affected 
lands  which  is  capable  of  regeneration  and 
{riant  sneoeesion. 

2.  Es tablish  vegetative  covtf  at  least  equal  in  density  . . 

and  {Mimanmce  to  the  native  vegetation. 

3.  Use  of  apjmved  mixtures  of  introduced  or  native _ 

s{>ecieB  where  {rr^erable. 

F.  Hydrologic  marugement  of  water  im|x>undments,  211.40(a)(6) 
retention  facilities,  dams,  and  settling  |)onds. 


35-502.21  (a)  (V) 
Il-4(a)  (1).  (2) 
Il-4(b)l 


No  significant  differences.  . .  Equal 


II-6 

U-l(b)(3) 

36-603.21(a)(iv) 

35.5aBA2(viD 


State  Mempts  land  which  did  not  cont^n  vegeta-  State, 
tion  prior  to  disturbance;  State  requires  test 
plots  for  substitute  S{Mcies. 


n2 

uio 

36-502.24.1 


1.  Assure  the  water  facilities  are  adequate  for  in-  . . 

tended  iwrpose  and  that  water  quality  and 
quantity  is  adequate. 

2.  Assure  that  water  facilities  are  designed  according  . . . 

to  sound  engineering  standards  and  |>ractioee. 

3.  Assure  that  grading  of  water  facilities  {trovides _ 

adequate  access  for  proposed  water  usee. 

A  Assure  that  mine  and  process  wastes  are  not  used  . . . 

in  construction  of  water  facilities. 

6.  Minimize  disturbances  to  prevaiHng  quality,  . . 

quantity,  and  flow  of  water  in  surface  and  ground 
systems. 

G.  Minimize  disturbances  to  prevailing  quality,  quan-  211.40(a)(7) 

^  tMy,  and  flow  of  water  in  surface  and  ground  sys¬ 
tems  at  mine  site  and  offsite  by:  , 


Both  State  and  Federal  regulations  have  similar  EquaL 
requirements  for  management  of  water  im¬ 
poundments.  State  regulations  are  silent  on 
use  of  mine  or  {meess  wastes  in  construction 
of  water  facilitiee,  but  require  prior  approval 
by  the  State  engineering  office. 


m  1-3 


1.  Control  acid  or  toxic  drainage . 

^  Minimize  contributious  of  sus{)cnded  solids  to 
streemflow  or  runoff. 

3.  Unless  authorized  do  not  dec{x;n  or  enlarge  stream 
channels. 

A  Remove  or  modify  siltatlon  structures  after  dis¬ 
turbed  areas  are  revegetated  and  stabilized. 

5.  Protect  the  quality,  quantity,  and  flow  of  both  u|>- 
stream  and  downstream  surface  and  ground 
water  resources  of  valley  floors  with  significant 
vegetation. 

H.  Handling  of  toxic  materials . 


Federal  Reflations  require  best  i>racticable  EquaL 
commercial  technology  to  minimize,  eontrol, 
or  i>revent  disturbances  to  ground  and  surface 
water  systems.  State  regulatfons  are  more 
siMcific  on  standards  for  diversion  ditches. 


1.  Cover  or  plug  auger  holes  to  minimize  harmful  . 

draii^e. 

2.  klinimize  air  and  water  pollution  by  treating  or  . 
'  dis|x>sing  of  rubbish  and  noxious  substances. 

3.  Cover  acid-forming  or  toxic  materials . . . . 

A  Cfontpcri  acid  or  toxic  drainage  to  protect  water  . 

quality. 

I.  Roads,  pipriines,  powerlines,  etc . 

1.  Roads,  etc.  shall  bo  designed  to  applicable 

standards. 

2.  Roads,  etc.,  shall  be  removed  in  an  environ¬ 

mentally  acceptable  manner  when  no  longer 
necessary. 

3.  Roads  shall  not  be  surfaced  with  acid  or  toxic 

subetances. 

A  Roads  shall  not  be  constructed  in  a  stream  nor 
shall  a  stream  bed  be  used  as  a  road. 

J.  Limit  access  to  {notect  reclaimed  areas . . 


211.40(a)  (2),  (5),  («), 
(8) 


in  1-3 

36-502A2(b),  Oii),  Ov) 


State  provides  that  auger  holes  may  be  plugged  EquaL 
if  they  are  a  source  of  {Nriluttom 


211.40a  (11),  (12) 


vrai 


Provided  for _ _ _ _ _ _ _  EquaL 


211. 40<a)14 


n-4 


1.  Protect  revegetated  areas  from  unplanned  and  un¬ 
controlled  grazing  by  providing  fencing,  barri¬ 
cades,  and  other  protective  measures. 


State  requires  inotectlon  by  fencing,  or  other  FederaL 
techniqueB,  for  two  years  or  until  vegetation  is 
cap^le  of  renewing  Itarit 
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Tablk  n — Applicabl*  Peovisions  of  Wto« 
MiNo’s  Laws  and  REoxjuiTioNa 

WYOMING  STATUTES 

(1)  §  35-502.3. 

(e)  Specific  definitions  for  land 
qu^ity: 

(1)  “Reclamation”  means  the  process 
of  reclaiming  an  area  of  land  affected  by 
mining  to  use  for  grazing,  recreational, 
wildlife  purposes,  or  any  other  purpose 
of  equal  or  greater  value.  Ihe  process  may 
require  contouring,  terracing,  grading, 
reselling,  revegetation,  compaction,  and 
stabilization,  settling  ponds,  water  im¬ 
poundments,  diversion  ditches,  and  other 
water  treatment  facilities  in  order  to 
eliminate  water  diminution  to  the  extent 
that  existing  water  sources  are  adversely 
affected,  pollution,  soil  and  wind  erosion, 
or  fioodlng  resulting  from  mining  or  any 
other  activity  to  accomplish  the  recla¬ 
mation  of  the  land  affected  to  a  xiseful 
purpose: 

(2)  35-502.21.  Establishment  of  stand¬ 
ards. 

(a)  The  coimcU  shall,  upon  recom¬ 
mendation  by  the  advisory  board,  estab¬ 
lish  rules  and  regulations  pursuant  to  the 
following  reclamation  standards  for  the 
affected  areas,  including  but  not  limited 
to: 

(I)  The  highest  previous  use  of  the  af¬ 
fected  lands,  the  surrounding  terrain  and 
natural  vegetation,  surface  and  subsurfaca 
flowing  or  stationary  water  bodies,  wildlife 
and  aquatic  habitat  and  resources,  and  ac¬ 
ceptable  uses  after  reclamation  Including  the 
utUity  and  capacity  of  the  reclaimed  lands 
to  support  such  uses; 

(II)  Backfilling,  regarding  or  recontouring 
to  assure  the  reclamation  of  the  land  to  a 
use  at  least  equal  to  Its  highest  previous  use; 

(III)  A  time  schedule  encoma^ng  the  ear¬ 
liest  possible  reclamation  program  consist¬ 
ent  with  the  orderly  and  economic  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  mining  proper^; 

(iv)  Bevegetatlon  of  affected  lands  In¬ 
cluding  species  to  be  used,  methods  of  plant¬ 
ing  and  other  details  necessary  to  assure  the 
development  of  a  vegetative  cover  consist¬ 
ent  with  the  surrounding  terrain  and  the 
highest  prior  use  standards  set  out  In  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph; 

(v)  Stockpiling,  preservation  and  reuse  of 
topsoil  for  revegetation,  unless  It  can  be  dem¬ 
onstrated  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  admin¬ 
istrator  that  other  methods  of  reclamation 
oe  types  of  soli  are  superior; 

(vl)  Prevention  of  pollution  of  waters  of 
the  State  from  mining  operations,  substan¬ 
tial  erosion,  sedimentation,  landslides,  ac¬ 
cumulation  and  discharge  or  acid  water,  and 
flooding,  both  during  and  after  mining  and 
reclamation; 

(3)  {  35-502.24:1.  Water  impoundments. 

(a)  In  any  plan  for  the  creation  of  a  per¬ 
manent  water  Impoimdment  the  applicant 
must  adequately  demonstrate  that: 

(I)  The  size  of  the  Impoundment,  contour¬ 
ing  and  revegetation.  If  any,  are  suitable  for 
Its  intended  purpose  and  use; 

(II)  Final  grading  will  provide  adequate 
safety  and  access  for  proposed  water  users; 

(III)  The  Impoundment  dam  construction 
will  be  so  designed  to  Insure  permanent  sta¬ 
bility  and  to  prevent  safety  hazards. 

(4)  {  35.502.32.  Duties  of  operator. 

(b)  The  operator,  pursuant  to  an  approved 
surface  mining  permit  and  reclamation  plan, 
shall: 

(»)••• 
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(II)  Conduct  all  surface  mining  and  rec¬ 
lamation  activities  within  the  permit  area 
In  conformity  with  his  approved  plan; 

(III)  Protect  the  removed  and  segregated 
topsoil  from  wind  and  water  erosion,  and 
from  acid  or  toxic  materials,  and  preserve 
such  In  a  usable  condition  for  sustaining 
revegetation  when  restored  In  reclamation, 
of  If  topsoil  Is  virtually  non-existent  or  Is 
not  capable  of  sustaining  vegetation,  then 
subsoil,  which  Is  available  and  suitable,  shall 
be  removed,  segregated,  and  preserved  In  a 
like  manner  as  may  be  required  In  the  ap¬ 
proved  reclamation  plan; 

(iv)  Cover,  bury.  Impound,  contain  or 
otherwise  dispose  of  toxic  acld-formlng,  or 
radioactive  material  or  any  material  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  administrator  to  be  hazardous 
to  health  and  safety,  or  which  constitutes 
a  threat  of  pollution  to  surface  or  subm- 
face  water  as  may  be  required  In  the  ap¬ 
proved  reclamation  plan; 

(v)  Conduct  contouring  operations  to  re¬ 
turn  the  land  to  the  use  set  out  in  the  rec¬ 
lamation  plan; 

(vl)  Backfill  or  grade,  and  replace  topsoil, 
or  approved  subsoil,  which  has  been  segre¬ 
gated  and  preserved  as  may  be  required  In 
the  approved  reclamation  plan; 

(vll)  Replace,  as  nearly  as  possible,  native 
or  superior  self  regenerating  revegetation  on 
land  affected,  as  may  be  required  In  the  ap¬ 
proved  reclamation  plan; 

(vUl)  Prevent,  throughout  the  mining  and 
reclamation  operation,  and  for  a  period  of 
five  years  after  the  operation  has  been  termi¬ 
nated,  pollution  of  surface  and  subsurface 
waters  on  the  land  affected  by  the  Institu¬ 
tion  of  plantings  and  revegetation,  the  con¬ 
struction  of  drainage  systems  and  treatment 
facilities  Including  settling  ponds  and  the 
casing,  sealing  of  boreholds,  shafts,  and  wells 
so  that  no  pollution  is  allowed  to  drain  un¬ 
treated  Into  surface  or  subsiurface  water  In 
accordance  with  state  of  federal  water  qual¬ 
ity  standards,  whichever  are  higher,  as  may 
be  required  In  the  approved  reclamation  plan; 

(lx)  Reclaim  the  affected  land  as  mining 
progresses  In  conformity  with  the  approved 
reclamation  plan. 

WTOMINO  LAND  QUAUTT  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

(1)  Wyoming  Land  Quality  Regulations. 

n-lb. 

b.  Land  uses — ^Previous  uses  of  affected 
lands  must  be  ranked  on  an  Individual  basis 
according  to  the  overall  economic  at  social 
value  of  the  land  use  to  the  community  or 
area  In  which  these  lands  are  found. 

(1)  Reclamation  shall  restmre  the  land  to 
a  condition  equal  to  or  greater  than  the 
“highest  previous  use."  The  land,  after  rec¬ 
lamation,  must  be  suitable  for  the  previous 
use  which  was  of  the  greatest  economic  or 
social  value  to  the  community  or  area,  or 
must  have  a  use  which  is  of  more  economic 
or  social  value  than  all  of  the  other  previous 
uses. 

(2)  The  administrator  of  the  Land  Quality 
Division  shall  bear  the  responsibility  of  mak¬ 
ing  a  decision  on  the  ranking  of  land  uses  in 
a  particular  area.  This  decision  must  be  based 
on  Information  concerning  the  economy  of 
the  area  and  the  needs  and  desires  of  the 
people  living  thereon.  The  Land  Quality  Ad¬ 
visory  Board  may  be  consulted  for  suggestions 
or  recommendations  on  the  ranking  of  land 
uses  In  a  given  area. 

(3)  Operators  are  required  to  restore  wild¬ 
life  habitat,  whenever  possible,  on  affected 
land  in  a  manner  commensurate  with  or 
superior  to  habitat  conditions  which  existed 
before  the  land  became  affected,  unless  the 
land  is  used  for  a  recreational  or  agricultural 
purpose  which  precludes  Its  use  as  “wildlife 
habitat.” 
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(4)  Water  Impoundments  used  for  recrea¬ 
tional  purposes  shall  be  constructed  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  statutes  and  Chapter  ni. 
Section  6,  of  these  regulations.  Recreational 
lands,  other  than  water  Impoundments,  rep¬ 
resent  changes  In  the  land  which  may  or 
may  not  be  suitable  for  wildlife  habitat. 

(2)  Wyoming  Land  Quality  Regulation: 
n-3a(l).  (2). 

Sec.  2.  Methods  of  mining^Reclamation 
required — Surface  reclamation  of  affected 
lands  shall  meet  the  following  requirements 
for  soft  rock  surface  mining,  hard  rock  sur¬ 
face  mining  and  underground  mining  as  de¬ 
scribed  separately  below: 

a.  Soft  rock  surface  mining. 

(1>  If  the  reclamation  plan  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  for  a  water  impoundment,  the  final  pit 
area  shall  be  backfilled,  graded  and  con- 
toured-to  the  extent  necessary  to  retiun  the 
land  to  the  use  specified  in  the  approved 
plan.  In  preparation  of  slope  specifications  In 
the  plan,  the  operator  shall  consider  An 
average  of  the  measured  slopes  In  the  im¬ 
mediate  area  of  the  pn^>o6ed  mine  site.  The- 
maximum  Inclination  of  slopes  In  the  re¬ 
claimed  area  shall  not  be  greater  than  Uie 
average  Inclination  of  the  natural  sl<H)es  in 
the  Immediate  mine  area.  Slopes  greater 
than  the  average  natural  slopes  nuty  be  ap¬ 
proved  if  the  operator  can  demonstrate  to 
the  satisfaction  ot  the  administrator  that  re¬ 
turning  the  mined  area  to  a  sl<^e  equal  to 
or  less  than  the  average  natmral  slopes  would 
create  an  unwarranted  increase  in  the 
amount  of  affected  lands.  Indlvldiial  slc^e 
measurements,  locations  of  the  measure¬ 
ments,  and  the  average  measurement  shall 
be  submitted  with  the  reclamation  plan.  In 
determination  of  the  average  natural  slope, 
the  Land  Quality  Division  may  make  an  in¬ 
dependent  slope  survey.  All  backfilling,  grad¬ 
ing,  and  contoiu-lng  will  be  done  In  such  a 
manner  so  as  to  preserve  the  original  drain¬ 
age  or  provide  tor  approved  adequate  sub¬ 
stitutes.  No  depressions  to  accumulate  water 
will  be  permitted  unless  approved  in  the 
reclamation  plan  as  being  consistent  with 
the  proposed  futvire  use  of  the  land. 

Terraces  or  benches  may  be  xised  only  when 
it  can  be  shown  to  the  administrator’s  sat¬ 
isfaction  that  other  methods  of  contouring 
will  not  provide  the  required  result.  If  ter¬ 
racing  is  proposed,  detailed  plans  Indicating 
the  dimensions  and  design  of  the  terraces, 
check  dams,  any  erosion  prevention  tech¬ 
niques,  and  slopes  of  the  terraces  and  their 
intervals  will  be  required. 

(2)  If  the  reclamation  plan  provides  for 
a  water  impoundment  and  this  use  has  been 
approved  according  to  the  requirements  out¬ 
lined  in  these  regulations,  the  exposed  pit 
areas  must  be  sloped,  graded,  and  contoured 
BO  as  to  blend  with  the  topography  of  the 
surrounding  terrain  and  provide  for  access 
and  revegetation.  Riprapping  where  neces¬ 
sary  to  prevent  erosion  will  be  required. 
Sloping  requirements  will  be  as  described 
above.  Under  certain  conditions  wherein  It 
can  be  demonstrated  to  the  administrator’s 
satisfaction  that  the  pitwall  can  be  stabilized 
by  terracing  or  other  techniques  It  may  be 
permissible  to  leave  not  more  than  one  half 
(V^)  of  a  proposed  shoreline  composed  of 
the  stabilized  pitwall.  ’The  remaining  por¬ 
tion  of  the  shoreline  must  be  graded  and 
contoured  so  as  to  provide  access  and  blend 
In  with  the  topography  of  the  surrounding 
terrain.  In  the  event  that  a  partial  pitwall 
is  proposed  as  final  reclamation,  the  opera¬ 
tor  must  submit  a  detailed  explanation  of 
the  techniques  to  be  used  to  establish  the 
stability  of  the  pitwalls  in  his  reclamation 
plan.  At  the  administrator’s  discretion,  a 
study  of  the  proposed  pitwall  stabilization 
techniques  may  be  required  from  an  inde¬ 
pendent  engineering  company  for  purposes 
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of  verifying  tbe  effectiveness  of  the  proposed 
stablimtlon  techniques.  The  Land  Quality 
Division  will  determine  the  acceptability  of 
the  proposed  stabilisation  techniques  based 
on  this  information  and  an  on-slte  Inspec¬ 
tion. 

(3)  Wyoming  Land  Quality  Regulations. 
n-3-«. 

Sec.  3.  Surface  preparation.  Backfilling, 
grading,  and  ccmtourlng  of  affected  land  shall 
be  accomplished  by  cme  more  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  as  detailed  In  the  approved  reclama¬ 
tion  plan: 

a.  Re-establishment  cff  the  contour  of  the 
land  In  a  manner  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  futvire  use  of  the  Itod. 

b.  Re-establishment  of  adequate  through 
drainage  If  such  a  provision  is  necessary  to 
prevent  erosion,  pollution  or  the  accumula¬ 
tion  at  stagnant  water. 

c.  Contouring  at  affected  land  to  blend  in 
with  the  topography  at  the  siuroundlng  ter¬ 
rain  unless  so  doing  would  create  an  erosion 
problem  a  hazard  to  man  or  becust. 

‘d.  Creation  at  water  impoundments  tar  a 
use  certified  In  an  approved  plan  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  statutes  and  Section  6,  Chap¬ 
ter  H,  of  these  Regulations. 

S*c.  4.  Topsoil,  subsoil,  overburden,  and 
refuse. 

a.  Topsoil.  Topsoil,  or  an  approved  substi¬ 
tute,  shall  be  evenly  distributed  <m  the  sur¬ 
face  of  all  lands  affected  dtiiing  the  course 
of  the  operation.  T(q>8oil  shall  be  so  placed 
during  the  reclamation  of  all  areas  that  are 
to  be  revegetated  in  scccud  with  the  ap¬ 
proved  redamaUon  plan. 

(1)  All  topsoil  or  approved  surface  mate¬ 
rial  shall  be  removed  from  all  areas  to  be 
affected  in  the  permit  area  prior  to  these 
areas  being  affected.  The  topsoil  shall  be 
segregated  so  as  not  to  becmne  mixed  with 
subsoil  and  other  overburden  material, 
stockpiled  in  the  most  advantageous  manner 
and  saved  for  reclamation  purposes. 

(2)  The  topsoil  or  approved  surface  mate¬ 
rial  shall  be  stockpiled  in  such  a  manner  so 
as  to  minimize  wind  and  water  erosion.  In 
order  to  accomplish  this,  the  <^>erator  shall 
establish,  through  planting  or  other  accept¬ 
able  means,  a  qxiick  growing  cover  of  vege¬ 
tation  on  the  topsoil  stockpiles.  The  topsoil 
shall  also  be  protected  from  acid  or  toxic 
materials,  and  shall  be  preserved  in  a  usable 
condition  for  sustaining  vegetation  when 
placed  over  affected  land. 

(3)  Reclamation  shall  follow  mining  as 
soon  as  is  feasible  so  as  to  minimize  the 
amount  of  time  topsoil  must  be  stockpiled. 
If  tc^soil  has  been  stored  in  a  stockpile  In 
excess  of  one  year,  the  operator  shall  con¬ 
duct  soil  analyses  pritn-  to  use  In  order  to 
determine  Its  suitability  for  revegetation. 

(4)  Topsoil  stockpiles  shall  be  marked 
with  a  legible  sign  containing  letters  not  less 
than  six  Inches  high  on  all  iq>proach  roads 
to  such  stockpiles.  Said  signs  shall  contain 
the  word  “Topsoil”  and  shall  be  placed  not 
nuM’e  than  150  feet  from  any  and  all  stock¬ 
piles  of  topsoil.  Such  signs  must  be  in  place 
at  the  time  stockpiling  is  begun. 

(5)  The  operator  shall  explain  how  the 
ttqmll  will  be  r^laced  on  the  affected  land 
during  reclamation,  and  shall  Indicate  on  his 
maps  the  location  and  sizes  of  all  proposed 
topsoil  stockpiles.  This  explanation  shall  in¬ 
clude  a  description  of  the  thickness  of  soil 
msteri|U  to  be  placed  over  the  affected  land. 

(6)  If  abundant  topsoil  la  present,  and  it 
Is  not  tJl  needed  to  accomplish  the  reclama¬ 
tion  required  In  the  approved  reclamation 
plan,  the  administrator  may  iqiprove  of  use 
of  this  topsoil  by  this  or  another  operator  in 
another  area  for  reclamation  purposes. 

(7)  Trees,  large  rocks  and  other  waste  ma¬ 
terial  which  may  hinder  redistribution  of 


topsoil  shall  be  separated  from  the  topsoil 
before  stodcpillng. 

b.  SPbsoll.  (1)  If  no  topsoil  Is  present  in 
the  permit  area,  or  In  the  evrat  that  an  oper¬ 
ator  must  use  subsoil  for  final  cover,  the 
operator  shall  obtain  an  adequate  number  of 
analyses  of  the  subsoil  to  show  pH,  organic 
material  content,  available  nitrogen,  potas¬ 
sium,  and  phosphonis  and  such  other  ele¬ 
ments  and  soil  constituents  as  the  adminis¬ 
trator  shall  require,  over  the  entire  area  of 
subsoil  to  be  used,  in  order  to  determine 
suitability  and  fertilizer  requirements.  If  the 
results  of  said  analyses  demonstrate  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  administrator  that  revege¬ 
tation  can  be  accomplished  using  such  sub¬ 
soil,  the  administrator  may  approve  the  use 
of  such  subsoil  as  an  addition  to  or  substitute 
for  topsoil  tor  reclamation  purposes.  The  ad¬ 
ministrator  shall  require  the  operator  to  set 
up  revegetation  test  plots  using  subsoil  In 
order  to  determine  the  suitability  of  subsoil 
for  revegetation  purposes.  Approval  for  the 
use  of  subsoil  shall  be  obtained  by  the  opera¬ 
tor  from  the  administrator  prior  to  any  mix¬ 
ing  of  topsoil  and  subsoil  and  prior  to  begin¬ 
ning  any  reclamation  work.  If  the  operator 
suspects  that  this  procedure  will  be  necessary 
prior  to  obtaining  a  permit  he  should  de¬ 
scribe  the  problem  and  his  proposed  proce¬ 
dure  for  eliminating  this  problem  In  his  rec¬ 
lamation  plan.  If  the  problem  Is  not  discern¬ 
ible  until  after  the  permit  is  Issued,  an  ap¬ 
proved  amendment  to  the  reclamation  plan 
will  be  required  describing  the  operator’s 
plans  for  accompll^lng  the  above. 

(2)  Subsoil  stockpiles  shall  be  segregated 
from  topsoil  and  overburden  piles  and  shall 
be  nmrksd  with  a  legible  sign  containing  the 
word  “Subsoil’*  in  letters  no  less  than  six 
Inches  high  on  all  approach  roads  to  such 
stockpiles.  Said  sign  or  signs  shall  be  placed 
not  more  than  150  feet  from  all  stockpiles 
of  subsoil.  Such  signs  shall  be  placed  at  the 
time  stockpiling  Is  begun. 

(3)  The  operator  shall  Indicate  on  his  maps 
the  location  of  all  subsoil  piles. 

(4)  If  subsoil  is  to  be  used  in  reclamation 
as  a  substitute  for  topsoil,  all  large  rocks 
and  other  waste  material  which  may  hinder 
redistribution  shall  be  separated  before  stock¬ 
piling. 

(5)  If  all  or  some  subsoil  is  not  to  be  used 
In  reclamation  as  a  substitute  for  or  additive 
to  the  topsoil,  this  unused  subsoil  must  be 
regarded  as  all  other  overburden  material 
and  will  be  subject  to  the  reclamation  provi¬ 
sions  described  under  the  following  section. 

c.  Overburden,  spoil  and  refuse.  (1)  All 
overburden,  spoil  material  and  refuse  shall  be 
segregated  from  the  topsoil  and  subsoil  and 
stockpiled  in  such  a  manner  to  facilitate  the 
earliest  reclamation  consistent  with  the  ap¬ 
proved  reclamation  plan. 

(2)  All  overburden,  spoil  material,  and  re¬ 
fuse  piles  must  be  designed,  graded,  and  con¬ 
toured  so  as  to  blend  In  with  the  topography 
of  the  surrounding  terrtain.  (Slope  require¬ 
ments  will  depend  on  an  average  of  the  slopes 
in  the  surrounding  area  as  described  in  Chap¬ 
ter  H,  Section  2a.  (1)  and  on  the  nature  o^ 
the  material.)  After  the  grading  and  contour¬ 
ing  of  these  stockpiles,  topsoil,  or  approved 
subsoil  must  be  distributed  over  them  In 
preparation  for  the  revegetation  procedures. 
The  slopes  of  all  spoil  areas  must  be  designed 
so  that  they  will  be  stabilized  against  wind 
and  water  erosion.  This  may  Include  terrac¬ 
ing,  channeling  around  the  toe  of  the  spoil 
piles  or  other  techniques.  Terracing,  If  neces¬ 
sary,  can  be  used  to  stabilize  the  slopes  if  it 
can  be  shown  to  the  administrator’s  satisfac¬ 
tion  that  this  technique  of  stabilization  will 
produce  the  best  results.  If  terracing  is  pro¬ 
posed,  detailed  plans  Indicating  the  dimen¬ 
sions  and  design  of  the  terraces,  check  dams, 
erosion  prevention  techniques,  slopes  of  the 


terraces,  and  terrace  intervals  will  be  re¬ 
quired.  The  terrace  design  must  be  based  on 
sloping  requirements  and  the  nature  of  the 
material  Involved. 

(3)  Piles  of  spoil  material  or  other  waste 
shall  be  marked  with  a  legible  sign  containing 
the  word  “Spoil"  or  the  words  “Waste  Mate¬ 
rial”  in  letters  no  less  than  six  Inches  high  on 
all  approach  roads  to  such  spoil  piles.  Said 
sign  or  signs  shall  be  placed  not  more  than 
150  feet  from  all  stock  plies.  Such  signs  shedl 
be  in  place  at  the  time  when  piling  of  spoil  or 
waste  material  Is  begun. 

(4)  All  topsoil  shall  be  removed  from  areas 
to  be  used  for  piling  spoil  material  prior  to 
the  beginning  of  piling  this  material. 

(5)  The  operator  may  be  required  to  have 

analyses  made  of  spoil  material  In  order  to 
determine  if  It  will  be  a  source  of  water  pol¬ 
lution  through  reaction  with  leaching  by  sur¬ 
face  water.  If  It  is  determined  that  this 
condition  may  exist,  the  operator  shall  de¬ 
scribe  propdSed  procedures  for  eliminating 
this  condition.  _ 

(8)  *1710  operator  must  also  Indicate  on  his 
maps  the  location  and  size  of  all  proposed 
spoil  piles. 

Sec.  5.  Bevegetation. 

a.  Revegetation  of  all  affected  lands  shall 
be  accomplished  In  a  manner  consistent  with 
the  approved  reclamation  plan  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  future  use  of  the  land. 

b^Land  which  did  not  support  vegetation 
prior  to  becoming  affected  land  because  of 
natural  soil  conditions  need  not  be  revege¬ 
tated  unless  subsoil  from  such  affected  land 
will  support  vegetation.  The  operator  shall 
demonstrate  to  the  administrator’s  satisfac¬ 
tion  that  revegetation  or  reforestation  Is  not 
possible  If  he  seeks  to  proceed  imder  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Subsection. 

c.  After  backfilling,  grading,  and  contour¬ 
ing  and  the  replacement  of  topsoil,  and/or 
approved  substitute.  In  such  a  manner  so  ao 
to  most  efficiently  accommodate  the  reten¬ 
tion  of  moisture  and  control  erosion  on  all 
affected  lands  to  be  revegetated,  any  fertil¬ 
izer  requirements  as  determined  on  the 
basis  of  previous  analyses  must  be  fulfilled. 
Seeding  which  Is  accomplished  by  mechani¬ 
cal  drilling  shall  be  on  the  contour  unless 
specific  situations  dictate  that  other  methods 
of  seeding  should  be  used. 

d.  The  species  of  plants  (grasses,  legumes, 
forbs,  shrubs,  and  trees  seeding  rates,  seeding 
techniques,  mulching  requirements,  and 
seeding  times  to  be  used  In  a  given  area  for 
reclamation  piuposes  shall  be  In  accordance 
with  rules,  regulations,  specifications  and 
standards  adopted  by  the  State  Ck>nservatlon 
Ck>mmls8ion  and  approved  by  the  Land 
Quality  Division.  Whenever  practicable,  the 
Wyoming  Oame  and  Fish  Department  and 
the  Wyoming  Department  of  Agriculture  may 
be  consulted  regarding  revegetation  proced¬ 
ures.  The  species  of  vegetation  to  be  used 
In  revegetation  efforts  shall  be  described  In 
the  reclamation  plan  indicating  the  compo¬ 
sition  of  seed  mixtures  and  the  amount  of 
seed  to  be  distributed  on  the  area  on  a  per 
acre  basis.  Seed  types  will  depend  on  the 
climatic  and  soil  conditions  prevailing  in  the 
permit  area  and  the  proposed  use  of  the  land 
after  reclamation.  Species  to  be  planted  as 
permanent  cover  shall  be  self -renewing.  Seed¬ 
ing  rates  will  depend  on  seed  types,  climatic 
and  soli  conditions  and  the  techniques  to  be 
used  In  seeding. 

e.  More  suitable  species  of  vegetation  may 
be  substituted  if  revegetation  test  plot  re¬ 
sults  show  such  species  to  be  of  superior 
value  for  reclamation  purposes.  Bequests  to 
substitute  such  species  shall  be  made  In  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  administrator.  The  administrator 
shall  Inspect  such  test  plots  before  approval 
or  disapproval  of  the  request. 
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t.  The  administrator  shall  not  release  the 
entire  bond  of  any  operator  untU  sooh  time 
as  reregetatUm  Is  complete,  if  reTegetotion 
Is  the  method  of  reclamation  as  ^>eclfled  In 
the  operator's  approved  reclamation  plan. 
Bevegetatlon  shall  be  deemed  to  be  complete 
when  the  vegetative  cover  of  the  affected  land 
U  shown  to  be  capable  of  renewing  itself 
under  natural  conditions  prevailing  at  the 
Bite,  and  is  at  least  of  a  density  comparable  to 
undisturbed  arecM  in  the  immediate  vicinity 
of  the  reclaimed  land.  Revegetation  should  be 
capable  of  withstanding  grazing  pressure  at 
least  comparable  to  that  which  the  land 
could  have  sustained  prior  to  mining,  unless 
federal,  state  or  local  regtdations  prohibit 
grazing  on  such  lands.  If  reforestation  is  the 
method  of  revegetation  used,  reforestation 
Shall  be  deemed  to  be  complete  at  such  time 
as  seventy-five  (76%)  of  the  seedlngs  planted 
have  shown  themselves  capable  of  continued 
growth  over  a  period  of  five  (8)  years  follow¬ 
ing  planting.  Quality  and  quantity  of  vegeta¬ 
tive  cover  shall  be  determined  in  accordance 
with  scientifically  acceptable  sampling  pro¬ 
cedures. 

g.  Any  plans  for  irrigation  must  meet  state 
laws  for  this  use  and  be  explained  in  the 
reclamation  plan. 

h.  The  operator  must  protect  young  vegeta¬ 
tive  growth  from  being  destroyed  by  livestock 
by  fencing  or  other  approved  techniques  for 
a  perlof  of  at  least  two  (2)  years,  or  until  the 
vegetation  is  capable  of  renewing  itself  with¬ 
out  supplemental  Irrigation  or  fertilization. 

1.  In  those  areas  where  there  are  no  or 
very  few  noxious  weeds  prior  to  being  af¬ 
fected  by  mining  the  operator  must  control 
and  prevent  the  introduction  of  noxious 
weeds  into  the  revegetated  areas  for  a  period 
of  at  least  five  (5)  years  after  the  initial 
seeding. 

(4)  Wyoming  Land  Quality  Regulation. 
in-1-4,  6-7.  . 

Section  1.  Temporary  divergion  of  surface 
water. 

a.  Surface  water  shall  be  diverted  around 
the  operation  for  the  following  purposes: 

( 1)  To  control  water  pollution. 

(2)  To  control  unneceesafy  erosion. 

.  (3)  To  protect  the  on-going  operation. 

(4)  To  protect  the  water  rights  of  down¬ 
stream  users. 

b.  Temporary  diversion  ditches  shall  be 
built  to  the  following  standards: 

(1)  In  soils  or  other  unconsolidated  mate¬ 
rial,  the  sides  of  diversion  ditches  shall  be 
no  steeper  than  one  and  one-half  to  one 
(1V4  :  1). 

(2)  In  rock,  the  sides  of  diversion  ditches 
shall  not  overhang. 

(3)  In  soils  or  imconsolidated  materials, 
the  sides  and  in  ditches  carrying  intermit¬ 
tent  discharges,  the  bottom  shall  be  seeded 
with  approved  grases  so  as  to  take  advantage 
of  the  next  growing  season. 

(4)  Rock  riprap,  concrete,  soil  cement  or 
other  methods  shall  be  used  where  neces¬ 
sary  to  prevent  unnecessary  erosion. 

(5)  Culverts  or  bridges  shall  be  installed 
where  necessary  to  allow  access  by  the  sur¬ 
face  owner  for  fire  control  and  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

c.  In  no  case  shall  diversion  ditches  dis¬ 
charge  upon  topsoil  storage  areas,  spoil  or 
other  unconsolidated  material  such  as  newly 
reclaimed  areas. 

d.  A  description  of  surface  water  division 
systems  must  be  Included  in  the  mining  plan 
and  reclamation  of  these  systems  must  be 
described  in  the  reclamation  plan. 

Sec.  2.  Diversion  of  streams. 

a.  In  no  case  shall  spoil,  topsoil,  or  other 
unconsolidated  material  be  pushed  tnto^  or 
placed  btiow  the  fiood  level  of  a  fiowing  or 
intermittent  etream  except  during  the  ap¬ 


proved  construction  of  the  diversion  of  said 
stream. 

b.  Diversion  oi  a  fiowing  stream  classified 
aa  navigable  shall  first  be  approved  by  the 
Wyoming  State  engineer. 

*  c.  The  Wyoming  Game  and  Tlsh  Depart¬ 
ment  shall  be  consulted  prior  to  diversion  or 
affecting  more  than  100  feet  of  bank  or  chan¬ 
nel  of  a  flowing  stream. 

d.  The  banks  of  a  diverted  flowing  inter¬ 
mittent  stream  shall  be  protected  by  vegeta¬ 
tion  by  planting  approved  species  to  take  ad 
vantage  of  the  next  growing  season. 

e.  The  banks  and  channel  of  a  diverted 
flowing  or  intermittent  stream  shall  be  pro¬ 
tected  whore  necessary  by  rock  riprap  or 
similar  measures  to  minimize  erosion  and 
degradation  of  water  qyallty. 

f .  Permanent  diversion  of  a  flowing  stream 
must  be  fully  described  in  the  mining  or 
reclamation  plan. 

g.  Mining  on  the  flood  plain  of  a  flowing 
or  intermittent  stream  shall  not  be  permitted 
if  It  would  cause  the  uncontrolled  diversion 
of  the  stream  during  periods  of  high  water. 

h.  Waters  fiowing  through  or  by  the  min¬ 
ing  operation  shall  meet  the  standards  set 
by  the  n.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
and  the  Wyoming  Water  Quality  Dlvlslcm  in 
regard  to  the  effect  of  the-  operation  upon 
such  waters. 

Sec.  S.  Surface  waters. 

a.  The  opwator  shall  list  and  describe  the 
name,  location,  size,  and  approximate  inter¬ 
mittent  flow  InterviJa  for  the  present  surface 
waters  in  and  adjacent  to  the  proposed  per¬ 
mit  area.  The  list  shall  Include,  but  not  be 
limited  to,  rivers,  creeks,  lakes,  reservoirs, 
springs,  and  marshes. 

b.  Monitoring  surface  water  conditions 
may  be  required  during  the  course  of  the 
proposed  operation  based  on  the  existing 
water  conditions  and  the  nature  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation. 

Sec.  4.  Subsurface  waters. 
a.  The  operator  shall  submit  an  estimate 
of  the  depth  and  quantity  of  any  subsurface 
waters  existing  in  the  proposed  permit  area. 
The  operator  may  be  required  to  conduct  test 
drllllxig  and  monitoring  in  order  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  exact  depth,  quantity  and  quality 
of  groundwater  in  geological  formations  af¬ 
fected  by  the  mining  operations.  Such  drill¬ 
ing  will  require  permits  from  the  State  Engi¬ 
neer's  Office. 

Sec.  6.  Water  impoundments. 

a.  Water  impoundments  may  be  considered 
as  final  reclamation  when  it  can  be  Aown 
that  their  construction  is  an  approved  use  of 
the  land  after  reclamation  and  the  proposed 
Impoundments  are  part  of  the  approved  plan 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
statutes  and  these  regulations. 

b.  In  order  for  such  impoundments  to  be 
considered  for  approval,  the  operator  must 
submit  the  following  in  support  of  the  pro¬ 
posal: 

(1)  Written  consent  from  the  surface 
landowner  if  different  than  the  mineral 
owner. 

(2)  A  description  of  the  proposed  use  of 
the  impoundment. 

(3)  A  statement  of  the  source,  quality  and 
quantity  of  water  available  for  impound¬ 
ment.  It  must  be  demonstrated  that  these 
characteristics  will  be  consisted  with  the 
projKJsed  use. 

(4)  A  statement  regarding  the  suitability 
for  recreational,  irrigation,  livestock  or 
wildlife  watering.  Such  waters  must  be  suit¬ 
able  for  such  use  as  determined  by  ap¬ 
plicable  State  and  Federal  standards.  The 
operator  may  be  required  to  monitor  sur¬ 
face  and  ground  watMs  in  order  to  detw- 
mine  that  upon  completion  of  the  opera¬ 
tion.  the  water  quality  and  quantity  will  be 
consistent  with  the  proposed  use. 


c.  The  operator  must  submit  an  altema- 
tlve  plan  to  be  followed  in  the  event  moni¬ 
toring  indicates  there  is  insufficient  water  ot 
suitable  quality  to  accomplish  the  proposed 
water  impoundment  plan. 

d.  All  proposed  water  impoundments  and 

to  be  constructed  for  reclamation  pur- 
jKMed  must  be  approved  by  the  State  En¬ 
gineer’s  Office. 

e.  In  addition  to  the  above  conditions, 
water  impoundment  construction  will  be 
subject  to  the  following  requirements: 

(1)  Dams  must  cimtain  an  overflow  notch 
and  q>illway  so  as  to  prevent  failure  by  over¬ 
filling  and  washing.  Overflow  notches  and 
^Always  must  be  rlprai^d  with  rock  or 
concrete  to  prevent  erosion. 

(2)  The  slopes  around  all  water  impound¬ 
ments  must  be  gentle  enough  so  as  not  to 
present  a  safety  hazard  to  humans  or  live¬ 
stock  and  so  as  to  accommodate  revegeta¬ 
tion.  Variations  from  this  procedure  may  be 
approved  by  the  administrator  based  on  the 
conditions  present  at  the  individual  locality. 

(3)  Mineral  seams  and  other  sources  of 
possible  water  contamination  within  the  im¬ 
poundment  area  must  be  covered  with  over- 
bmxien  or  stabilized  in  such  a  manner  to 
prevent  contamination  of  the  Impounded 
water. 

(4)  Bentonite  or  other  mire  producing  ma¬ 
terial  within  the  Impoundment  basin  shall 
be  removed  or  covered  with  materials  which 
will  prevent  hazards  to  man  or  beast. 

Sec.  7.  Tailings  impoundments. 

a.  Impoundments  to  contain  mill  tailings 
or  slurry  tailings  shall  be  constructed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  established  engineering  prin¬ 
ciples  and  shall  be  approved  by  the  Wyoming 
State  Engineer’s  Office.  A  copy  of  the  State 
Engineer’s  approval  shall  be  attached  to  the 
application. 

b.  Uranium  mUl  tailings  lnq;>ovmdments 

shall  be  subject  to  all  applicable  State  and 
Federal  requirements.  , 

c.  Reclamation  of  tailings  ino^undments 
shall  be  accomplished  by  removal  and  stor¬ 
age  of  all  topsoil  present  within  the  tailings 
basin.  After  termination  of  operations,  the 
topsoil  shall  be  replaced  and  revegetated  in 
accordance  with  these  rules  and  regulations. 

(1)  If  other  methods  of  reclamation  and 
stabilization  against  wind  and  water  erosion 
are  foimd  to  be  necessary  because  of  natural 
conditions,  this  must  be  stated  and  described 
subject  to  the  administrators  approval. 

(5)  Wyoming  Land  Quality  Regulation. 

rv-i. 

Sec.  1.  Time  schedule.  The  approved  recla¬ 
mation  plan  must  be  coordinated  with  the 
operatOT’s  mining  plan  in  such  a  manner  so 
as  to  facilitate  reclamation  at  the  earliest 
possible  time  consistent  with  the  orderly  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  mining  i>roperty. 

a.  Reclamation  must  begin  aa  soon  as  pos¬ 
sible  after  mining  commences  and  must  con¬ 
tinue  concurrently  until  such  time  that  the 
mining  operation  is  terminated  and  all  of 
the  affected  land  is  reclaimed.  If  conditions 
are  such  that  final  reclamation  procedures 
cannot  begin  until  the  mining  operation  is 
con^ileted,  this  must  be  explained  in  the 
reclamation  plan.  Regardless  of  the  type  of 
operation,  reclamation  must  begin  within  180 
days  after  termination  of  mineral  production 
and  must  be  completed  within  the  time  frame 
of  the  approved  reclamation  schedule.  A  de¬ 
tailed  time  schedule  for  the  mining  and  rec¬ 
lamation  progression  miffik  be  included  in 
the  reclamation  plan.  TTiIb  time  schedule 
shall: 

( 1 )  Apply  to  reclamation  of  all  lands  to  be 
affected  in  the  permit  area. 

(2)  Designate  times  for  backfilling,  grad¬ 
ing,  contouring,  and  reseeding. 

(3)  Be  coordinated  with  a  map  indicat¬ 
ing  the  areas  of  progressive  mining  and 
reclamation. 
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(4)  BBtebUsh  reeUnuntion  oonoumntly 
wltli  mining  oparnMons,  wbenever  poHlbta. 
(«)  WifOtnlng  Land  QuaHtif  Mefuluthon. 

vm-i. 

Action  1.  Road*  mnd  apw  rtMroad  Hum. 

a.  Enclosure  lotthin  permit  mrea.  Aooan 
roods  and  railroad  qmn  shall  be  considered 
within  the  permit  area  and  Shall  be  oorered 
by  a  reclamatkHi  bond.  Spur  Unee  shall  be 
Included  within  the  permit  area  to  the  point 
where  they  Join  the  main  line  or  a  q>uT 
serving  another  mine.  Access  and  haul  roads 
shall  be  Included  within  the  permit  area. 
Roads  maintained  by  the  County,  State  or 
Federal  Government  need  not  be  included 
In  the  permit  area.  Existing  private  roads 
must  be  included  in  the  permit  ares  If  sub¬ 
stantial  upgrading  Is  required. 

b.  Upgrading.  Existing  {H^vate  roads  need 
not  be  included  within  the  permit  area  with 
the  following  exoeptlon(8) . 

(1)  When  the  existing  road  requires  ex¬ 
tensive  regrading  and  resurfacing  in  order 
to  render  the  road  usable. 

(2)  Upgrading  of  the  road  requires  cuts, 
fills,  and  borrow  areas. 

c.  Legal  ownership.  If  the  operator  in¬ 
cludes  roads  or  spur  lines  within  the  per¬ 
mit  area  but  does  not  possess  the  mineral 
rights  or  the  rlght-to-mlne,  for  these  lands, 
the  lands  shall  then  be  listed  in  the  appli-  , 
cation  as  a  separate  Subsection  in  Appen¬ 
dix  **C”.  the  legal  land  description.  The 
beading  of  the  Subsection  shall  make  It 
clefur  that  the  rlght-to-mine  is  not  claimed 
on  the  described  lands.  Surfiuse  owners  shall 
be  listed  for  all  lands  crossed  by  spur  lines 
and  roads. 

d.  Standards  for  roads. 

(1)  Roads  shall  not  be  constructed  up  a 
stream  channel  or  so  close  that  the  material 
shall  spill  Into  the  channel. 

(20  Streams  shall  be  crossed  at  or  near 
lig^  angles  unless  contouring  down  to  the 
stream  bed  will  result  In  less  potential 
streaiii  bank  woslon.  Stmeture  or  ford  en¬ 
trances  and  exits  must  be  constructed  to 
prevent  water  from  flowing  down  the  road¬ 
way. 

(8)  A  ditch  mtist  be  provided  on  both  sides 
of  a  through  cut  or  a  cutflll  section,  with 
ditch  relief  cross  drains  being  spaced  ac¬ 
ceding  to  grade.  Water  must  be  intercepted 
before  reaching  a  switchback  or  large  All 
area  and  diverted  from  the  roftd.  Water  on  a 
fill  or  swltdhbaok  must  be  released  below 
the  All  or  switchback,  not  over  it.  Waterbars 
shall  be  installed  where  needed. 

(4)  Culverts  shall  be  Installed  at  promi¬ 
nent  dralnageways,  small  creeks,  and 
springs.  Where  necessary,  culverts  must  be 
protected  from  erosion  by  adeqtiae  rook, 
ocmcrete  or  r^rap. 

(6)  Trees  and  vegetation  may  be  cleared 
only  for  the  essential  width  necessary  to 
maintain  slope  stability  and  to  serve  traffic 
needs. 

(6)  Drainage  facilities  shall  be  Installed  as 
road  construction  progresses, 

e.  Exemptions  eonceming  roads. 

(1)  If  approval  Is  obtained  from  the  sur¬ 
face  landowner  to  leave  a  road  unreclaimed, 
an  operator  may  request  in  writing  to  the 
Land  Quality  Division  that  a  rocal  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  remain  unreclaimed.  The  operator 
must  furnish  proof  of  the  surface  landown- 
erli  an>roval.  Final  dedslon  of  road  recla¬ 
mation  will  be  made  by  the  Land  Quality 
Division  Administrator. 

(2)  In  the  event  that  the  surface  land- 
owner,  a  dty  or  town,  another  agency  of 
the  State  of  Wyoming  or  an  agmcy  of  the 
United  States  Government  has  approved  the 
prop>oeed  access  roads  and  has  requested  they 


not  be  reclaimed,  no  bond  Shall  be  required 
of  the  appUoant  for  the  reclamation  of  such 
roads  and  reclamation  of  such  roads  shall 
not  be  required;  provided,  however,  that  the 
administrator  rM^vee  a  copy  of  the  written 
request  from  the  surface  landowner,  city  or 
town,  or  agency  of  the  Btate  or  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment,  for  retention  of  such  roads. 

(FB  Doc.  78-24738  FUed  8-23-76;  8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marlieting  Service 
[7CFRPart932] 

OLIVES  GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Proposed  Expenses  and  Rate  of 
Assessment  for  1976-77  Fiscal  Year 

This  notice  invites  written  comments 
relative  to  the  proposed  Olive  Adminis¬ 
trative  Committee  expenses  of  $876,000 
and  an  assessment  rate  of  $14  per  ton  of 
assessable  olives  to  support  committee 
activities  during  the  197^77  fiscal  year 
(Septnnber  1,  1976-August  31,  1977) 
under  Marketing  Order  No.  932. 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  proposal  submitted  by  the  Olive 
Administrative  Committee  established 
imder  the  marketing  agreement,  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  932,  as  amended 
(7  CFR  Part  932),  as  the  agency  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  order.  The  agreement  and 
order  regulate  the  handling  of  olives 
grown  in  California,  and  are  effective 
imder  the  Agricultural  Maiiieting  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.8.C. 
601-674) . 

The  proposal  is  as  follows: 

(a)  That  expenses  which  are  reason¬ 
able  and  likely  to  be  incurred  by  the 
Olive  Administrative  Committee  during 
the  period  September  1,  1976,  throuidi 
August  31, 1977,  will  amount  to  $876,000. 

(b)  That  the  rate  of  assessment  for 
that  period,  payable  by  each  handler  in 
accordance  with  S  932.39,  be  fixed  at 
$14.00  per  ton  of  olives. 

(c)  Terms  used  in  the  amended  mcur- 
keting  agreement  and  order  shall,  when 
used  herein,  have  the  same  meaning  as 
given  to  the  respective  term  in  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  wrlt- 
t^  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  proposal  should  file  them, 
in  quadruplicate,  with  the  Hearing  Clei^ 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture. 
Romn  112-A,  Washington,  D.C.  30950,  not 
later  than  September  10,  1976.  All  writ¬ 
ten  submissions  made  pursuant  to  this 
notice  will  be  made  available  for  public 
Inspection  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  during  regular  business  hours  (7 
CPR  1.27(b)). 

Dated:  August  19, 1976. 

FLOTb  F.  HxoLxmo, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar~ 
keting  Service. 

ini  Doo.76-94793  FUsd  8-38-76;  •;4&  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 

[45  CFR  Part  103] 

VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION 
CURRICULUM 

Additional  Criteria 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
section  191  of  Part  I  of  the  Vocational 
Education  Act  of  1963,  as  amended,  20 
n.S.C.  1391,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Commissioner  of  Education,  with  the 
aiH>roval  of  the  Secretary  oi  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare,  proposes  to  amend 
Part  103  of  TiUe  45  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  by  revising  Appendix  C 
to  read  as  set  fiHth  bdow.  The  pn^pwaed 
Appendix  C  would  cMitain  additional  cri¬ 
teria  for  selection  of  applications  under 
the  program  of  support  for  Vocational 
Education  CTurriculum  projects  for  fiscal 
year  1977. 

(a)  Program  purpose.  Sectl<m  191  of 
Part  I  of  the  Vocational  Education  Act 
of  1963,  as  amended,  20  n.S.C.  1391,  pro¬ 
vides  for  Federally-administered  grants 
or  contracts  for  programs  and  projects 
for  the  development  of  ourriculums  for 
new  and  changing  occupations,  and  for 
coordination  of  improvements  in,  and 
dissemination  of,  existing  curriculum 
materials.  The  purposes  of  these  projects 
are  to:  (1)  Prcxnote  the  development  and 
curriculum  materials  for  use  in  tecush^ 
occupational  fields,  and  including  those 
in  public  service;  (2)  Develop  standards 
for  curriculum  devdi^ment  in  all  oc¬ 
cupational  fields;  (3)  Coordinate  efforts 
of  the  States  in  the  pr^aratiim  of  cur¬ 
riculum  materials  and  tdso  in  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  current  lists  of  currlcidum 
materials  available  in  all  occupatkmal 
fields;  (4)  Survey  curriculum  materials 
produced  by  other  agencies  of  Govem- 
mffiit.  Including  the  D^^artment  of  De¬ 
fense;  (5)  Evaluate  vocational-technical 
education  curriculum  materials  and  their 
useer,  and  (6)  Train  personnel  in  cur¬ 
riculum  development 

(b)  Other  program  information.  The 
projects  are  conducted  under  grants  or 
contracts  awarded  by  the  Commissioner 
of  Education,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Part  I  of  the  Act  and  with 
the  applicable  Federal  regulatlims,  45 
CFR  Part  103.  Eligible  applicants  Include 
local  educational  agencies.  State  boards 
for  vocational  education,  and  public  and 
private  agencies,  institutions  or  organi¬ 
zations.  Under  departmental  policy  profit 
making  applicants  are  eligible  only  for 
a  contract. 

(c)  Regulations  and  criteria.  Regula¬ 
tions  tor  vocational  education  discretion¬ 
ary  programs  were  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  August  15,  1974,  39  FR 
29361.  Regulations  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  November  6.  1973,  38 
FR  30654,  relate  to  general  fiscal  and 
administrative  provisions  for  all  Office 
of  Education  programs.  These  general 
regulations  contain  general  criteria  for 
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the  review  of  apirtiemUone  unrter  Oflicoof 
Education  mroject  type  programa  4S  CF& 
100a^6  and  are  ap^cable  to  the  pro¬ 
grams  under  Part  I  of  the  Ad 

In  addition  to  the  criteria  for  review 
of  applications  already  published  in  the 
Federal  Rbcistee.  as  described  above,  it 
is  proposed  that  the  additional  criteria 
set  forth  in  proposed  Appendix  C  to  the 
regulations  in  45  CFR  I^irt  103  will  be 
applicable  in  connection  with  the  review 
of  applications  for  grants  to  be  awarded 
in  fiscal  year  1977. 

(d)  VTriffen  contTnenfs.  Interested  per- 
smis  are  invited  to  submit  written  com¬ 
mits,  s\iggesdons,  or  objections  regard¬ 
ing  such  proposed  additional  ^teria  to 
the  Dlvlslcm  of  Research  and  Demcm- 
stratiOQ,  UJS.  Office  of  Educatiem,  7th 
and  D  Streets.  S.W.,  Room  5042,  ROB 
No.  3,  Washington,  D.C.  20202,  on  or 
before  September  23,  1976.  Although  it 
is  now  the  practice  for  the  Department 
to  allow  45  dasrs  to  provide  an  appor- 
tunlty  fw  interested  pcrs<wis  to  take  part 
In  the  rulemaking  process,  this  notice 
provides  30  days  for  the  submission  of 
written  ccHnments.  In  accordance  with 
5  UJ3.C.  553(b)(3)(B),  it  would  be  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
Interest  to  extend  the  comment  period 
beyond  30  da3rs  in  view  of  the  time  con- 
artraints  for  completing  the  award-mak¬ 
ing  process  for  PY 1977. 

Comments  received  shall  be  available 
tor  public  inspection  at  the  above  (^ce, 
kfonday  through  Friday  between  the 
hours  of  8:30  am.  and  4:00  pm.  AU 
relevant  materials,  received  not  later 
Hum  S^tember  23,  1976  will  be  c(m- 
sldered. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domeatlo  Assistance 
Program  Number  13.494;  Vocational  Bduca- 
tton — Curriculum) 

Dated:  August  13, 1976. 

William  F.  Pixrcx. 

Acting  U.S.  Commissioner 
of  Education. 

Approved:  August  13, 1976. 

Marjorie  Ltnch, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health. 

Education  and  Welfare. 

Appendix  C 

Vocational  Education  CuaaicuLUM 
nSCAL  TEAR  1S77 

77he  Office  of  Education  contemplates  sup¬ 
porting  six  project  grants  for  six  curriculum 
coordination  centers  In  fiscal  year  1977  pro¬ 
gram.  Two  of  these  awards  will  be  open  to 
competition.  Four  will  be  non-competing 
continuations  of  grants  made  in  fiscal  year 
1974  to  (1)  the  lUlnols  Office  of  Education; 

(2)  the  Oklahoma  State  Department  of  Vo¬ 
cational  and  Technical  Education;  (3)  the 
Washington  State  Commission  for  Vocational 
Education  and  (4)  the  New  Jersey  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Education. 

The  two  new  awards  will  be  fxmded  with 
a  three  year  multi-year  approval  on  a  non¬ 
competing  annual  btuUs,  banning  January 
1, 1977. 

The  applicants  will  submit  their  project 
goals  and  activities  for  the  three-year  multi¬ 
year  period.  Multi-year  approval  Is  Intended 
to  offer  the  project  a  reasonable  degree  of 
stabUlty  over  time  and  to  facilitate  long 
range  planning.  Approval  of  a  multi-year 
project  shaU  not  commit  the  Office  of  Edu- 


I 


catloa  to  provide  financial  assistance  from 
appropriattons  not  currently  available;  and 
second  and  third  year  funding  Is  contingent 
on  satisfactory  performance. 

(a)  AtDorded  applicants’  obligation.  One  of 
the  three-year  awards  will  provide  leader¬ 
ship  to  curriculum  coordination  In  .the 
Southeast  area  Including  Alabama,  Florida, 
Oeorgla,  Kentucky,  Mlselsslppl.  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina  and  Tenneeeee.  The 
other  three-year  award  will  provide  leader¬ 
ship  for  the  Western  area  Including  Ameri¬ 
can  Samoa,  Arizona,  California,  Ouam, 
Hawaii,  Nevada  and  Ttust  Territory  of  Pa¬ 
cific  Islands. 

Each  awardee  will  be  the  facilitator  In 
enabling  the  Statw  In  their  regional  con¬ 
sortium: 

(1)  lix^rove  their  curriculum  services  and 
capabilities; 

(2)  Share  information  and  plans  regard¬ 
ing  curriculum  materials  and  needs  In  order 
to  reduce  duplication  of  efforts; 

(3)  Plan  for  cooperation  In  development, 
testing,  evaluation,  dissemination,  reproduc¬ 
tion  and  Implementation  of  materials;  and 

(4)  Develop  and  maintain  Intra-State 
liaison  activities  that  will  stimulate  coop¬ 
erative  relationships  at  State  and  local  levels. 

In  addition  each  airardee  will  become  a 
member  of  the  National  Network  Council  for 
Curriculum  Combination  In  vocational  and 
technical  education;  and  as  a  member  each 
awardee  will:  _ 

(1)  Conduct  coordination,  dissemination 
and  diffusion  activities  In  order  to  Improve 
the  acceptance  of  new  curriculum  products 
and  to  assess  their  Impact; 

(2)  Establish  and  maintain  a  system  for 
determining  curriculum  needs  In  vocational 
and  technical  education  based  on  available 
max^iower  projections  and  the  advancement 
of  equity  tor  girls  and  women  in  vocational 
education  and  for  recommending  priorities 
for  State  and  national  emphasis; 

(3)  Share  information  regarding  materials 
and  studies  available  and  under  develop¬ 
ment;  and 

(4)  Provide  curriculum  services  which  wBl 
encourage  the  adaptation,  demonstration 
and  adc^tion  of  effective  curricula  and  cur¬ 
riculum  development  practices  In  vocational 
and  technical  education  In  cmijunction  with 
business  and  labor. 

The  Office  of  Education  will  entertain  re¬ 
quests  for  these  grants  to  support: 

(1)  Conunimicatlon  and  coordination  ac¬ 
tivities  with  the  States,  the  Network,  anri  the 
UH.  Office  of  Education. 

(2)  Travel  costs  and  per  diem  for  the  Cen¬ 
ter  personnel  to  attend  two  meetings  an¬ 
nually  of  the  National  Network  Coimcll  for 
Curriculum  Coordination.  One  of  these  meet¬ 
ings  will  be  held  In  Washington,  D.C. 

(3)  Travel  costs  and  per  diem,  excluding 
honoraria,  for  State  representatives  to  attend 
meetings  ^lonsored  by  the  center.  Each  of 
the  six  centers  will  hold  a  consortium  meet¬ 
ing  with  their  State  representatives  concur¬ 
rently  at  a  central  UA.  location. 

(b)  Application  review  criteria.  The  cri¬ 
teria  to  be  utilized  In  reviewing  applications 
are  listed  below.  These  criteria  are  consistent 
wtlh  section  lOOa.24,  Review  of  Appllcattone, 
In  the  Office  of  Education's  General  Provi¬ 
sions  tor  Programs,  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  In  38  FR  30654  on  November  6,  1973. 

Segments  or  a  segment  of  the  application 
must  address  each  criterion.  Each  criterion  Is 
weighted  to  show  the  maximum  score  that 
can  be  given  to  each  specific  criterion.  Each 
criterion  and  the  maximum  points  poeelble 
are  as  fcdlows: 

CRITERIA  AND  SCORE 

(a)  Need  and  problems — ^The  application 
should  clearly  define  the  need  for  the  project 
within  the  specified  consortium  of  States 
and  should  Indicate  responsiveness  to  prob¬ 
lems  rather  than  symptoms.  15 


(b)  Obfaetives — ^The  objectives  should  be 
clearly  stated,  supportive  of  defined  needs, 
capable  of  being  attained  by  the  prcHDOsed 
procedures,  and  capable  of  being  measured. 
16 

(c)  Plan — ^The  management  plan  should 
tiiow  functions  to  be  performed  and  services 
to  be  provided;  and  the  procedures  for  ac- 
oompllablng  each  are  delineated.  The  size 
and  scope  of  the  project  is  appropriate  and 
Is  phased  to  the  multi-year  duration  of  the 
project.  The  proposed  plan  of  operation 
should  clearly  describe  (a)  how  the  objec¬ 
tives  will  be  undertaken  and  accomplished, 
(b)  how  and  when  personnel  and  resources 
will  be  utilized,  (c)  what.  If  any,  m-eervlce 
training  connected  with  project  services  will 
be  provided,  (d)  what  feedback  and  evalua¬ 
tion  procedures  will  be  Implemented  and 

(e)  bow  Input  from  State  vocational  educa¬ 
tion  administrators  will  be  utilized.  20 

(d)  Results — ^The  proposed  outcomes 
should  be  Identified  and  described  In  terms 
of  (1)  expected  potential  for  their  use  for 
similar  educational  purposes  and  (2)  antici¬ 
pated  Impact  at  National,  State  and  local 
levels,  and  (3)  r^tionshlpe  to  Federal/Na- 
tlonal  curriculum  program.  Provisions  should 
be  made  for  disseminating  the  results  of  the 
project  Including  techniques  or  other  out¬ 
puts  to  the  consortium  States  and  the 
National  Network.  20 

(e)  Institutional  capability — Application 
Should  clearly  set  forth  current  curriculum 
strengths  and  the  capability  of  the  appli¬ 
cant  to  Immediately  Initiate  and  maintain 
liaison  functions  with  consortium  States. 
There  should  be  evidence  that  adequate  fa¬ 
cilities  and  equipment  will  be  provided  and 
that  participation  of  coc^ierating  States  has 
been  authorized.  Relationships  with  other 
dissemination,  diffusion  and  facilitation 
systems.  If  any.  should  be  described.  15 

(f)  Personnel — The  qualifications  and  ex¬ 
perience  of  key  staff  should  be  iqiproprlate 
for  the  requirements  of  the  project:  specific 
Responsibilities  and  time  commitments 
Should  be  Identified  tor  each  of  the  key  staff; 
and  at  least  one  key  staff  person  should  de¬ 
vote  a  minimum  of  50  percent  of  their  time 
to  the  total  objectives  of  the  project.  10 

(g)  Budget — The  estimated  cost  Should  be 
reasonable  In  relation  to  anticipated  results 
and  the  geographic  area,  scope,  and  duration 
of  the  project.  Where  poeslble  anticipated 
coats  by  objectives  are  Included.  The  appli¬ 
cation  should  also  Include  a  clear  statement 
of  cost-sharing  which  Is  substantiated  by 
line  Items  In  the  proposed  budget.  5 

(FR  Doc.76-24768  Filed  8-23-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training  Administration 
[29  CFR  Part  97] 

DEFERRED  DESIGNATION  OF  POTENTIAL 

SPONSORS  FOR  FARMWORKER  PRO¬ 
GRAMS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

The  Secretary  of  Labor  proposes  to  re¬ 
vise  Title  m.  Section  303  regulations  un¬ 
der  the  Comprehensive  Employment  and 
Training  Act  of  1973,  as  amended  (here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  the  Act) ,  (Pub.  L. 
93-203,  87  Stat.  839  and  Pub.  L.  93-567, 
88  Stat.  1845)  by  adding  a  new  saitence 
to  29  CFTt  97215(b). 

This  proposed  amendment  is  intended 
to  clarify  the  Secretary’s  authority  to  de¬ 
fer  designation  of  potential  sponsors 
pending  adequate  time  to  review  per¬ 
formance  of  applicants  under  their  exist¬ 
ing  CETTA  section  303  grant,  and.  in  addi¬ 
tion,  to  permit  applicants  whose  funding 
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requests  have  been  rated  as  satisfactory 
by  the  Secretary  to  correct  defldencles 
in  their  current  CETTA  Section  303  pro> 
grams. 

Comments  on  this  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  received  until  S^tember  8, 
1976,  after  which  the  comments  re<^ved 
will  be  evaluated,  and  If  warranted,  the 
proposal  win  be  amended.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  are  Invited  to  submit  comments, 
data,  or  arguments  to;  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Emplosrment  and  Training.  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  601  D  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C,  20213,  Attention; 
Pierce  A.  Quinlan,  Administrator,  Office 
of  Comprehensive  Employment  Develop¬ 
ment. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  29  CFR  97  by 
amaiding  S  97.215  as  set  forth  below; 

§  97.215  Review  of  Funding  Requests. 

<a)  •  •  • 

(b)  Selection  of  potential  grantees. 

(1)  As  a  result  of  the  procedures  set 
forth  In  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section, 
of  consideration  of  the  potential  effec¬ 
tiveness  and  efficiency  of  the  proposed 
programs,  and  of  comments  received 
pursuant  to  S  97.214(c) ,  the  Secretary 
shall  designate  potential  grantees  to  re¬ 
ceive  a  grant  under  section  303  for  pro¬ 
gram  operations  In  a  designated  target 
area.  The  consideration  of  the  potential 
effectiveness  cmd  efficiency  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  programs  Includes  but  is  not  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  following;  (i)  cost  effective¬ 
ness,  and  (ii)  service  delivery  consider¬ 
ation. 

(2)  The  Secretary  may  conditionally 
designate  organlzaticms  as  potential 
grantees  pending  resolutima  of  their  eli¬ 
gibility  status,  submission  of  additional 
documentation,  or  changes  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  program.  The  Secretary  also  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  defer  designation  of 
any  organizati(m  which  has  submitted  a 
Funding  Request  for  a  State  or  area  or 
to  invite  the  submission  of  new  propos- 
ids.  Such  designations  will  be  deferred 
pending  (1)  adequate  time  to  consider 
performance  of  current  CETA  Section 
303  applicants,  or  (11)  satisfactory  cor¬ 
rection  of  deficlaicies  by  iqaplicants  in 
th^  current  C7ETA  Section  303  pro¬ 
grams. 

Signed  this  12th  day  of  Augiist  1976, 
at  Washington,  D.C, 

WiLLUX  H.  Kolberg, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  and  Training, 

|FR  Doc.76-24781  PUed  8-23-76;8;45  am] 


[29  CFR  Part  97] 

USE  OF  FARMWORKER  GRANT  FUNDS 
TO  JOIN  ASSOCIATIONS 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

The  Secretary  of  Labor  proposes  to  re¬ 
vise  Title  m,  section  303  regulations 
under  the  Comprehensive  Employment 
and  Training  Act  ot  1973,  as  amended 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Act), 


(Pub.  L.  93-203,  87  Stat.  839  and  Pub.  L. 
93-567,  88  Stat.  1845)  by  adding  %  new 
paragraph,  29  cm  i  97  J56(h) . 

,Thls  proposed  amendment  Is  Intended 
to  make  clear  that  section  303  sponsors 
are  permitted  to  use  grant  funds  to  Join 
associations  which  serve  the  professional 
needs  of  section  303  program  opentorB, 
and  foster  the  exchange  of  technical  em¬ 
ployment  and  training  information 
among  such  professionals;  it  Is  ako  In¬ 
tended  to  insure  that  Federal  fimds  will 
not  be  used  for  lobbying  or  political 
purposes. 

Comments  on  this  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  received  until  September  23, 
1976,  after  which  the  (K>mments  received 
will  be  evaluated,  and  if  warranted,  the 
proposal  will  be  amended.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  are  invited  to  submit  cixnments, 
data,  or  arguments  to;  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Employment  and  Training,  U.8. 
Department  of  Labor,  601  D  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20013,  Attention: 
Pierce  A.  Quinlan,  Administrator,  Office 
of  Comprehensive  Employment  Develop¬ 
ment. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  29  CFR  97  by 
amending  §  97.255  as  set  forth  below; 

§  97.255  Allowable  Federal  OmIh. 

♦  G  G  G  # 

(h)  Association  Membership.  (1)  CETA 
Section  303  sponsors  are  permitted  to 
utilize  grant  funds  to  Join  those  associa¬ 
tions  which  provide  bona  fide,  relevant 
technical  and  administrative  services  in 
support  of  Section  303  program  efforts. 
The  activities  of  such  associations  must 
be  designed  to  contribute  to  the  enhance¬ 
ment  of  professional  and  technical  pro¬ 
gram  knowledge. 

(2)  For  membership  dues  or  other 
membership-related  costs  to  be  allow¬ 
able,  the  following  conditions  diall  be 
observed:  (1)  The  asso<datlon’s  activities 
shall  not  violate  the  AnU-lobbsdng  Act, 
18  UJ3.C.  1913,  which  prohibits  organiza¬ 
tions  from  using  Federal  funds  ''directly 
or  Indirectly  to  peay  for  any  personal 
service,  advertisement,  telegram,  tele¬ 
phone,  letter,  printed  or  wrlttm  matter, 
or  other  device.  Intended  or  designed  to 
infiuence  in  any  manner  a  Member  of 
Congress,  to  favor  or  (^H>06e,  by  vote,  or 
otherwise,  any  legislation  or  impropria¬ 
tion  by  Congress,  whether  before  or  after 
tile  introduction  of  any  bill  or  resolution 
proposing  such  l^lslation  or  appropria¬ 
tion.  •  • 

(11)  The  association  shall  not  violate 
the  principles  contained  In  the  assur¬ 
ances  set  forth  In  the  Section  303  spon¬ 
sor  grant  package  regarding  restrictions 
against  political  activities  for  Federal 
grantees. 

(ill)  Those  organizations  substantially 
involved  In  lobbsdng  are  Inappropriate 
selections  for  membersliip  by  CETTA  Sec¬ 
tion  303  spimsors.  (See  41  CFR  1-15.711- 
19.)  However,  affiliated  associations 
which  are  offshoots  of  such  lobbying  or¬ 
ganizations,  and  whose  only  activity  Is 
to  foster  Information  exchanges  and 
professional  growth,  may  be  wjproprl- 


ate  selectlene  for  membership,  if  it  can 
be  demonstrated  that  their  cMitlvltles  are 
separate  frmn  the  paroit  association, 
and  that  the  affiliate  asiKlation  does  not 
contribute  to  the  support  of  the  parent 
organization. 

(3)  Sponsors  wishing  to  utilize  grant 
funds  for  membership  In  associations 
must  obtain  the  prior  approval  of  the 
Secretary  before  Initiating  membership 
procedures.  Sponsors  should  submit 
documents  which  show  that  the  associa¬ 
tion  meets  the  conditions  set  forth  In 
this  paragraph  97.255(h),  as  well  as 
budget  Information  detailing  the  spon¬ 
sor’s  proposed  costs  related  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  membership. 

(4)  Sponsors  who  seek  to  Join  an  asso¬ 
ciation  shall  submit  (or  cause  the  asso¬ 
ciation  to  submit)  to  the  Secretary  a 
copy  of  the  corporate  charters,  bylaws, 
constitution,  or  any  other  pertinent  offi¬ 
cial  documoit  which  explains  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  association  and  demcmstrates 
that  the  association  will  not  be  Involved 
in  activities  which  woulcl  violate  the 
standards  set  forth  In  this  pcoagraph 
97.255(h).  In  the  case  of  an  association 
that  is  affiliated  with  an  organkation 
which  conducts  lobbying  or  political  ac¬ 
tivities,  the  documentation  must  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  the  activities  of  the  asso¬ 
ciation  to  be  joined  are  separate  from 
those  of  the  affiliated  organization. 

(5)  When  the  use  of  grant  funds  for 
membership  in  an  association  has  been 
approved  by  the  Secretary  for  one  Sec¬ 
tion  303  sponsor,  the  Secretary  will  an¬ 
nounce  the  approval  and  it  will  there¬ 
after  be  unnecessary  for  any  other  303 
sponsor  to  submit  the  documentation  re¬ 
quired  by  paragraph  (4)  above.  Each 
Section  303  sponsor  must,  however,  re¬ 
ceive  written  authorlzati(ni  from  the  Sec¬ 
retary  before  Joining  an  approved  asso¬ 
ciation. 

(6)  Sponsor  reviews  will  be  conducted 
by  the  Secretary  to  determine  that  the 
purposes  of  such  memberships  are  being 
carried  out,  and  that  program  and  opera¬ 
tions  are  thereby  enhanced. 

(7)  The  cost  shall  be  for  Section  303 
membership  rather  than  an  individual 
person’s  membership. 

(8)  The  cost  of  the  membership  shall 
be  reasonably  related  to  the  value  of  the 
services  or  benefits  received.  Sponsors  are 
authorized  to  use  up  to  one-tenth  of  one 
percent  of  their  respective  Section.  303 
allocatimis  annuaUy,  with  a  maximum 
of  $750.00  for  association-related  oosts. 

(9)  Association-related  costs  shall  be 
Incorporated  In  the  spmisor’s  Sectimi  303 
grant  budget,  charged  to  the  admlnlstra- 
tl(m  category,  and  as  such,  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  standard  20  percent  overall 
grant  administrative  cost  celling. 

Ogned  this  12th  day  ot  August,  1976. 
at  Washington,  D.C. 

William  H.  Kolbm6, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  and  TrctMna, 

|FR  Doc.76-34782  Piled  8-28-76:8:48  amj 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  165 — ^TUESDAY,  AUGUST  24,  1976 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[  40  CFR  Part  52  ] 

[FRIi  60a-4] 

APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGATION  OF 
IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Revision  to  Oregon  Implementation  Plan 

*  The  purpose  of  this  potlce  is  to  an¬ 
nounce  receipt  of  proposed  revisions  to 
the  Oregon  State  Implementation  Plan 
and  to  invite  public  comment  as  to 
whether  these  revisions  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Administrator  of  EPA.  • 

On  August  1, 1975,  the  State  of  Oregon 
Department  of  Environmental  Quality 
(DEQ)  submitted,  for  EPA’s  approval,  re¬ 
visions  to  the 'Oregon  plan  relating  to 
open  field  burning.  The  revisions  include 
the  section  of  the  Oregon  Revised'  Stat¬ 
utes  relating  to  field  burning,  ORS 
468.450  through  468.485,  passed  by  the 
regular  session  of  the  1975  Oregon  Legis¬ 
lative  Assembly,  and  a  revised  regulation 
for  agricultural  burning,  Oregon  Admin¬ 
istrative  Rules  (OAR) ,  Chapter  340, 
26-005  through  26-025.  In  addition,  on 
February  1, 1976,  the  DEQ  submitted  fur¬ 
ther  revisions  to  OAR  26-005  throuidi 
26-025  for  EPA’s  approval.  The  revisions 
to  the  OAR,  Chapter  340,  26-005  through 
26-025  were  made  after  proper  notice  was 
given  and  puUic  hearings  were  held  in 
accordance  with  40  CTR  51.4. 

The  area  most  affected  by  field  burn¬ 
ing,  the  Eugene  Air  Quality  Maintenance 
Area  (AQMA) ,  attained  primary  ambient 
air  quality  standards  in  1975  at  all  moni¬ 
toring  stations  except  one.  That  station 
is  felt  to  be  unduly  influenced  by  other 
nearby  sources  of  particulate  matter  un¬ 
related  to  field  buining.  The  station  will 
be  subject  to  further  evaluation  before  a 
final  d^ision  is  made  on  the  proposed  re¬ 
visions.  On  May  19,  1976,  the  Director  of 
the  DEQ  submitted  a  request  for  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  May  31,  1975  attainment 
date  for  meeting  the  national  secondary 
ambient  air  quality  standards  for  par¬ 
ticulate  matter  in  the  Eugene  AQMA  to 
May  31,  1978.  The  request  was  made  as  a 
result  of  the  action  of  the  1975  Oregon 
I^egislature  extending  open  fleld  burning 
in  the  Willamette  Valley. 

The  stautory  provision  relating  to  open 
burning  which  was  approved  as  txixt 
of  the  Oregon  plan  in  May  1972  banned 
open  burning  in  the  Willamette  Valley  of 
Oregon  as  of  January  1,  1975.  The  re¬ 
vised  statute,  ORS  468.475,  lifts  the  ban 
on  open  fleld  burning  and  replaces  It 
with  a  program  to  reduce  the  niunber 
of  acres  burned  each  year  imtll  1978. 
In  1978,  and  each  year  thereafter,  up  to 
50,000  acres  may  be  burned  annually, 
depending  cm  several  factors,  including 
the  availability  of  alternative  methods 
of  fleld  sanitation.  On  June  28,  1976  a 
suit  was  filed  in  the  Circuit  Coiut  of 
Marion  County  of  the  State  of  Oregon 
contending  that  the  action  by  the  1975 
Oregon  Legislative  Assembly  to  limit  the 
number  of  acres  to  be  burned  is  uncon¬ 
stitutional.  (Roy  A.  Bowen  and  Son, 
Inc..  et.al.  v.  State  of  Oregon,  Case  No, 
94173). 


PROPOSED  RULES 

In  addition,  the  statute  gives  au¬ 
thority  to  the  Oregon  Environmental 
Quality  Commission  to:  (1)  Prohibit  or 
limit,  by  rule,  the  amount  of  burning 
conducted;  (2)  adopt  rules  which  will 
provide  for  a  more  rapid  phase  reduction 
in  certain  areas;  (3)  consult  with  other 
interested  agencies  before  establishing 
any  regulations;  (4)  establish  emission 
standards  for  certified  alternative  meth¬ 
ods  to  open  field  burning;  and  (5)  es- 
toblish  the  number  of  acres  which  ^an 
be  burned  each  year. 

Under  the  revised  fleld  burning  pro¬ 
gram,  each  year  applicants  register  the 
amount  of  acreage  they  wish  to  bum. 
The  number  of  acres  registered  are 
totaled,  after  which  the  Environmental 
Quality  Commission  conducts  hearings 
and  determines  the  acreage  allocation  to 
be  burned  in  that  year.  Permits  to  bum 
are  issued  by  the  Department  which  are 
not  valid  until  a  burning  fee  established 
by  the  legislature  has  been  paid  and  a 
validation  number  has  been  assigned  by 
the  local  fire  district.  The  validation 
numbers  are  assigned  only  on  days  that 
meteorological  conditions  are  satis¬ 
factory  to  bum  a  certain  number  of 
acres.  The  DEQ  is  responsible  for  enfwc- 
ing  the  fleld  burning  rules  adopted  by 
the  Commission  and  monitoring  and 
preventing  unlawful  field  burning. 

The  rules  of  the  Department  of  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Quality  (OAR,  Chapter  340, 
sections  26-005  through  26-025)  as  sub¬ 
mitted  on  August  1,  1975  were  revised  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  ORS  468.450 
through  486.485.  The  revisiwis  submitted 
in  February  1976  added  a  new  section  on 
certified  alternatives  to  <^n  fleld  burn¬ 
ing  which  includes  emission  standards 
for  pilot  field  sanitizers  approved  by  the 
Field  Sanitation  CTbmmlttee  and  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Environmental  Quality. 

The  Administrator  is  required  by  Sec¬ 
tion  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  to  approve 
or  disapprove  any  revision  to  an  imple¬ 
mentation  plan  submitted  by  a  Sti^. 
Public  comment  is  invited  on  whether  the 
revisions  to  Oregon’s  statutory  authority 
and  regulations  for  the  control  of  open 
field  burning  and  their  request  for  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  attainment  date  for  sec¬ 
ondary  particulate  matter  standards 
should  be  approved  or  disapproved  as 
revisions  to  the  State  Implementation 
Plan.  Copies  of  the  prop<^ed  revisions 
are  available  for  public  Inspection  during 
normal  business  hours  at  these  locations: 

state  of  Oregon,  Department  of  Environmen¬ 
tal  Quality,  1234  SW  Morrison  Street,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon  97205. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1200  Sixth 
Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington  98101. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Public  In¬ 
formation  Reference  Unit,  Room  2922  (EPA 
Library),  401  .'M  Street  SW,  Washington, 
D.O.  20460. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  by  submitting  written 
comments  to  the  Regional  Administrator, 
EPA.  Region  X,  1200  Sixth  Avenue,  Seat¬ 
tle,  Washington  98101.  Attention:  K.  Hig- 
ley.  Relevant  comments  postmarked  on 
or  before  September  23, 1976,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  and  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  above  address. 


^725 

(Sec.  110,  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  (42 
UB.Ch  18670-6) ) 

Dated:  August  9, 1976. 

Donald  P.  Dubois,, 
Regional  Administrator. 
(PR  Doc.76-24708  Piled  8-23-76:8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

/[  16  CFR  Part  437] 

'  FOOD  ADVERTISING 

Change  in  Date  for  Prospective  Witnesses 
at  Washington,  D.C.  Hearing  To  Notify 
Commission  of  Their  Exp^ed  Testi¬ 
mony 

On  May  25,  1976  the  Presiding  Officer 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (41 
FR  21368)  a  Notice  of  Cfiiange  of  Dates 
for  the  Washington.  D.C.  Hearings  on 
Proposed  Trade  Regulation  Rule.  In  that 
Notice,  the  date  for  hearings  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  which  had  been  set  to  commence 
on  June  7, 1976,  was  changed  to  Novem¬ 
ber  15,  1976  and  the  deadline  for  wit¬ 
nesses  planning  to  testify  at  those  hear¬ 
ings  to  notify  the  Commission  repre¬ 
sentative  of  tnbir  intent  was  September 
21.  1976.  , 

That  deadline  has  been  extended  to 
October  25,  1976.  ’Therefore,  persons  de¬ 
siring  to  orally  present  their  views  in 
Washington,  D.C.  should  so  inform  the 
Commission  representative  listed  below 
no  later  than  (October  25,  1976: 

Ms.  Lois  Dlmore  [202-734-1489],  Division 
of  National  Advertising,  Bureau  of  Con¬ 
sumer  Protection,  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington.  D.C.  20580. 

Prospective  witnesses  are  reminded 
that  when  they  intend  to  deliver  state¬ 
ments  not  fully  prepared  and  submitted 
in  advance,  they  must  file  with  the  de¬ 
signated  representative  a  detailed  and 
comprehensive  written  outline  or  sum¬ 
mary  explaining  the  nature  of  their 
anticipated  testimony,  including,  but  not 
limited  to.  a  statement  of  each  fact,  ob¬ 
servation,  opinion  or  conclusion  which 
they  expect  to  present.  The  Presiding 
Officer  has  the  (^jsc'-etion  to  deny  the 
right  to  present  oral  testimony  to  any 
person  who  fails  to  comply  with  this  re¬ 
quirement. 

Issued:  August  19,  1976. 

William  D.  Dixon, 
Presiding  Officer. 
[PR  Doc.76-24725  PUed  8-23-76:8:46  am] 

POSTAL  SERVICE 

[39  CFR  775] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  STATEMENT 
PROCEDURES 

Revision  of  Procedures 

'Dlls  document  gives  notice  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  complete  revision  of  part  775  of 
title  39,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
dealing  with  Environmental  Statement 
Procedures.  ’Hie  primary  purpose  of  the 
revision  is  to  update  and  clarify  the  reg- 
ulatl(xi.  In  addition,  certain  obsolete  pro¬ 
visions  have  been  deleted,  such  as  the 
provisions  dealing  with  the  Corps  of  En¬ 
gineers  in  present  S  775.12  and  .13. 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


Any  persons  Interested  In  these  re¬ 
vised  procedures  may  participate  In  this 
proposed  nilonaklng  by  submitting 
written  data*  views,  or  arguments  on  the 
proposed  revision  to  the  Assistant  Post¬ 
master  General.  Real  Estate  and  Build¬ 
ing  Department,  UB.  Postal  Service,  475 
li’Enfant  Plaza  West,  SW„  Washln^n, 
D.C.  20260,  on  or  b^ore  September  27, 
1976.  Although  exempt  from  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act  requirements.  5 
U.S.C,  553(b),  (c)  regarding  proposed 
rulwnaklng.  39  UB-C.  410(a).  the  Postal 
Service  proposes  and  Invites  public  com¬ 
ment  on  the  following  amendment. 

W.  Axxzw  Sandkss, 
Assistant  General  Counsel 

In  39  CBJl.,  Part  775  would  be  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

PART  775— CNVIRONMENTAL 
STATEMENT  PROCEDURES 

See. 

778.1  Purpose  and  policy. 

776A  De<^tl<nu. 

778A  Be^Moslbaitlee. 

776.4  Determining  acttons  tor  which  KI8 
must  be  prepared;  actions  to  be' 
assessed. 

776.6  XVeparatlicm  and  use  of  enrlron- 
Tnenial  assessment;  negative  dec- 
laimtion. 

776.6  Pr^Mratlon  and  use  of  environ¬ 

mental  Impact  statement. 

776.7  Distribution  and  review  of  draft  en- 

vlionmental  tmpaot  statemraits. 

776.8  Preparation  and  distribution  of  final 

environmental  Imprct  statements. 
776g  Public  Information. 

776.10  lists  of  environmental  determina¬ 
tions. 

Appendix  I — ^Initial  environmental  assesa- 
ment  subject  matter  content. 

Appendix  n — ^Expanded  environmental  as- 
seasment  outUne. 

Appendix  in — ^Format  of  cover  for  en- 
virocunNital  impact  statements. 

Appendix  IV — Suggested  outline  tor  sum¬ 
mary  and  conclusion  to  go  at  beginning  of 
environmental  Impact  statements. 

775.1  Purpose  and  policy. 

(a)  These  regulations  prescribe  the 
procedures  to  be  followed  In  Implement¬ 
ing  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  (42  U.S.C.  4321-4347),  here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  NEPA;  Executive 
Order  11514  of  March  5.  1970,  entlUed 
“Protection  and  Enhancement  of  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Quality”  (35  FR  4247) ;  and 
the  Quldellnes  Issued  by  the  Council  on 
EnvlrcHun^tal  Quality  (CEQ)  for  pre¬ 
paring  Envlrmunental  Impact  State¬ 
ments,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
CEQ  Guidelines  (40  CTR  1500) ,  In  addi¬ 
tion,  by  directing  the  tise  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Impact  Stat^nent  procedures  in 
such  manner  as  to  help  achieve  the  goals 
and  objectives  of  the  laws  and  directives 
listed  below,  these  regulations  serve  to 
Implonent  partially,  the  following  laws 
and  directives:  section  106  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Historic  Preservatlcm  Act  of  1966 
(16  UB.C.  470f) ;  Executive  Order  11593 
of  May  13, 1971,  entitled  “Protectlwi  and 
Enhancement  of  the  (Cultural  Environ¬ 
ment”  (36  FR  8921) ;  the  procedures  of 
the  Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preser- 
vstioQ  for  the  protection  of  historic  and 
cultural  propwties  (36  CPR  800) ;  Title 


IV  of  the  Intergoveixunental  Coopera¬ 
tion  Act  ot  1968  (42  UB.C.  4231^33); 
OfBce  of  Managonoit  and  Budget  Cir¬ 
cular  No.  A-95  Revised,  mitltled  “Eval- 
uati(Hi,  Review  and  C<x>rdlnation  of  Fed¬ 
eral  and  Federally  Assisted  Programs 
and  Projects”  (41  CFR  2052) . 

(b)  Insofar  as  practicable  and  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  interest,  fulfill¬ 
ment  of  the  mission  of  the  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice  and  of  eccoKxnic  and  technical  fac¬ 
tors,  Postal  Service  programs  and  actions 
shall  be  planned.  Initiated,  and  carried 
out  in  a  manner  to  avoid  adverse  effects 
on  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment.  When  this  Is  not  feasible,  all  rea¬ 
sonable  measures  shall  be  takm  to  miti¬ 
gate  any  adverse  oivlronmental  Impact 
of  the  actions.  This  general  policy  wUl 
be  Implonented  in  accordance  with  the 
following: 

(1)  As  early  as  practicable  in  the  plan¬ 
ning  phase  of  every  action  to  be  assessed 
for  environmental  impact  (see  775.4(a)- 
(3)  below),  the  rdevant  A-95  Cleartng 
houses,  and  through  them,  cdl  affected 
State,  areawide,  and  local  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce  en¬ 
vironmental  standards,  shall  be  informed 
with  regard  to  plans  for  the  proposed 
action  and  shall  be  afforded  an  adequate 
opportunity  to  review  and  comment  on 
the  proposed  action.  Any  comments  of 
such  agencies  will  accompany  the  en¬ 
vironmental  assessment  and.  If  any,  the 
environmental  Impact  statemmit, 
through  the  subsequent  decision  making 
processes. 

(2)  An  environm^tal  assessment  shall 
be  made  as  early  as  practicable  In  the 
project  planning  phase  of  every  action 
to  be  assessed  and  shall  be  evaluated 
continually  during  devdopment  and  after 
completion  of  the  facility  specification. 
This  assesment  will  Include  an  analysis 
of  whether  the  proposed  action  will  affect 
significantly  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  and  whether  practical  al¬ 
ternatives  exist  which  might  have  less 
impact  on  the  environment.  The  assess¬ 
ment,  depending  upon  its  results,  will 
either  supciort  a  negative  declaration  or 
require  a  detailed  ^vironmental  Impact 
statement.  Such  assessment,  negative 
declarations,  and  environmental  Impact 
statements  shall  be  prepared  and  pro¬ 
cessed  pursuant  to  the  guidance  con¬ 
tained  herein. 

(3)  The  Postal  Service  will  consider  its 
proposed  actions  in  relation  to  those  of 
other  agencies.  If  the  Postal  Service  Is 
the  principally  concerned,  or  “lead 
agency,”  and  one  or  more  other  agencies 
have  partial  responsibility  for  the  action, 
the  other  agencies  shall  be  requested  to 
furnish  to  the  responsible  Postal  Service 
official  such  information  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  prepare  a  suitable  and  complete 
environmental  impact  statement.  If 
another  agency  is.  the  “lead  agency,”  the 
full  cooperation  of  the  Postal  ^rvlce 
shall  be  given  to  that  agency. 

(4)  Appropriate  alternatives  to  recom¬ 
mended  courses  of  action  shall  be  de¬ 
veloped  and  described  in  any  proposal 
which  Involves  unresolved  conflicts  con¬ 
cerning  alternatives  uses  of  available 
sources. 


(5)  The  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  shall  be  Informed  of  pr(H>osed 
project  envlrmunental  considerations  as 
prescribed  herdn. 

775.2  Definitions. 

(a)  “Environmental  Assessment”  is  a 
documented  evaluation  process  used  to 
determine  whether  a  proposed  action  is 
a  major  Federal  action  significant^  af¬ 
fecting  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment. 

(b)  "Negative  Declaration”  Is  a  written 
description  of  a  proposed  action  and  its 
expected  environmental  Impact,  based  on 
an  environmental  assessmmit,  which 
contains  a  statemmit  ot  the  ccmclusion 
that  the  pn^xised  actitm  Is  not  a  major 
action  si^iiflcantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment.  All  bases  for 
the  concliision  shall  be  set  out  in  the 
Declaration. 

(c)  “Environmental  Impact  State¬ 
ment”  (EDS)  Is  a  report  which  responds 
to  the  requirements  of  section  102(2)  (C) 
of  NEPA,  and  Identifies  and  analyzes  in 
detail  the  environmental  effects  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  action  and  of  alternatives  to  the 
proposed  action.  An  EIS  normally  will 
be  prepared  and  circulated  In  draft 
(DEIS)  and  final  (FEIS)  form. 

(d)  Relevant  A-95  Clearinghouse(s) 
are  the  State  and  areawide  Cleaiing- 
houses(s)  listed  in  OMB  Circular  No. 
A-95  (revised)  Clearinghouse  Directory 
for  the  geographical  area  in  which  the 
Postal  Service  action  is  to  take  place. 
(OMB  through  its  Circular  No.  A-05  (re¬ 
vised)  established  this  system  of  Clear¬ 
inghouses  to  facilitate  Intergrovem- 
mental  cooperation.)  The  relevant  Clear¬ 
inghouses  are  to  be  informed  of  each  re¬ 
porting  milestone  throughout  the  ■  im¬ 
pact  review  process. 

(e)  The  “Responsible  Official”  who  will 
supervise  the  preparation  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Assessments  and  Environmental 
Impcu;t  Statements,  and  will  sign  Decla¬ 
rations  of  Negative  Impact,  dian  be  the 
Assistant  Postmaster  General,  Real  Es¬ 
tate  and  Buildings  Department,  with 
regard  to  Major  Facilities  and  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Regional  Real  Estate  and 
Buildings  Department  with  regard  to 
facilities  delegated  to  that  region.  The 
Responsible  Official  may  delegate  these 
responsibilities  to  the  extoit  that  he 
deems  advisable. 

775.3  Responsibilities. 

(a)  The  Responsible  Official  is  re¬ 
quired,  in  accordance  with  these  regula¬ 
tions  to  perform  the  following: 

(1)  Prepare  an  initial  environmental 
assessment  of  each  proposed  action  to  be 
assessed  for  environmental  Impact  (see 
775.4(a)(3)  below),  utilizing  the  format 
set  out  in  Appendix  I  of  these  regula¬ 
tions. 

(2)  Give  written  notice  to  the  relevant 
A-95  Clearinghouses  furnishing  location 
and  scope  of  each  project  being  assessed, 
and  requesting  comment.  As  each  such 
project  continues,  he  shall  give  written 
notice  of  the  preparation  of  a  negative 
declaration  or  of  draft  and  final  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  statements,  fiumlshlng 
copies. 
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(3)  Assemble  all  necessary  environ¬ 
mental  assessment  InTormatlon  for  each 
proposed  action,  evaluate  the  initial  en¬ 
vironmental  assessment  continually  dur¬ 
ing  the  planning  phase  of  a  project,  and 
prepare  an  expanded  environmental  as¬ 
sessment  whenever  the  degree  of  com¬ 
plexity  of  the  project  requires  it,  follow¬ 
ing  the  outline  set  out  in  Appendix  n  of 
these  regulations. 

(4)  Prepare  either  a  negative  declara¬ 
tion  or  the  draft  and  final  impact  state¬ 
ments  as  required  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  document. 

(5)  Forward  to  the  Assistant  Postmas¬ 
ter  General,  Real  Estate  and  Buildings 
Department,  when  made,  each  determi¬ 
nation  to  make  an  environmental  impact 
statement  and  each  negative  declaration. 
(See  775.10(c)  below.) 

(6)  Maintain  environmental  files  of 
Postal  Service  contemplated  actions;  in¬ 
clude  in  these  flies  all  environmental  as¬ 
sessments,  and  environmental  Impact 
statements. 

(7)  Distribute,  and  transmit  to  CEQ, 
copies  of  draft  and  final  environmental 
Impact  statonents  in  accordance  with 
775.7  and  775.8  below. 

(8)  Determine  the  necessity  for,  ar¬ 
range  for,  and  conduct  public  hearings 
following  issuance  of  a  DEIS  on  a  pro¬ 
posed  action. 

(9)  Prepare  final  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statements  (FEIS)  and  evaluate 
each  major  action  in  the  light  of  DEIS 
comments  received  from  Federal,  State 
and  local  entities,  private  organizations 
and  individuals. 

( 10)  Forward  copies  of  FEIS  to  appro¬ 
priate  internal  groups,  agencies,  or  com¬ 
munity  organizations  and/or  individuals 
from  whom  comments  were  received. 

(b)  The  Department  of  Communica¬ 
tions  and  Public  Affairs,  subject  to  ap¬ 
proval  by  the  Responsible  Official,  will 
issue  all  press  releases,  and  will  coordi¬ 
nate  on  official  answers  to  public  inquiries 
of  major  interest  or  policy  significance. 

775.4  Determining  actions  for  which  aa 
EIS  must  be  prepared;  actions  to  be 
assessed. 

(a)  Types  of  Actions  Covered — 

(1)  Proposals  for  Legislation.  An  En¬ 
vironmental  Impact  Statement  shall  be 
Included  in  every  recommendation  or 
favorable  report  on  proposals  initiated 
by  the  Postal  Service  for  legislation  that 
has  environmental  significance  or  may 
be  environmentally  controversial.  It  is 
determined  in  this  regard  that  the  Postal 
Service  heretofore  has  not  initiated  pro¬ 
posals  for  types  of  repetitive  legislation 
requiring  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ments,  and  that  the  Initiation  of  such 
proposals  in  the  future  is  not  foreseen. 
Where  legislative  scheduling  with  re¬ 
gard  to  a  proposal  that  is  environment¬ 
ally  signiflcant  or  controversial  does  not 
permit  compliance  with  the  normal  EIS 
procedures  and  waiting  periods  provided 
for  herein,  a  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment  may  be  furnished  to  the  Congress 
and  made  available  to  the  public  p>ending 
subsequent  transmittal  of  comments,  as 
received,  and  the  text  of  a  final  state¬ 
ment  when  completed.  Where  additional 
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recommendations,  comments,  or  reports 
are  submitted  on  a  pr(H>osal  concerning 
which  an  EIS  already  has  been  submit¬ 
ted,  a  new  EIS  is  not  required;  if  new  en¬ 
vironmental  Issues  are  raised,  however, 
the  existing  EIS  shall  be  supplemented. 

(2)  Regulations  and  Procedures.  An 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  shall 
be  included  in  every  promulgation  of 
rules,  regulations,  procedmes  and  in¬ 
structions  having  significant  environ¬ 
mental  consequences. 

(3)  Projects  and  Program  Activities. 
Environmental  Impact  Statements  nor¬ 
mally  are  not  required  for  the  principal 
types  of  projects  and  program  activities 
undertaken  by  the  Postal  Service.  An 
occasional  individual  postal  facility  proj¬ 
ect  is  environmentally  controversial, 
however,  and  a  small  number  of  such 
projects  have  been  determined  to  have 
environmental  effects  of  sufficient  sig¬ 
nificance  to  warrant  the  preparation  of 
Envircmmental  Impact  Statements.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  a  documented  environmental 
assessment  shall  be  made  of  each  pro¬ 
posed  project  and  program  of  a  type 
listed  below,  and  a  determination  shall  be 
made  as  to  whether  each  such  proposed 
project  or  program  is  a  major  action  sig¬ 
nificantly  affecting  the  quaUty  of  the 
human  environment; 

(i)  Acquisition  of  postal  spcu;e, 
whether  by  direct  construction  or  lease 
construction,  or  by  purchase,  lease,  or 
condemnation  of  existing  buildings  or 
improvements. 

(ii)  Modernization,  improvement,  or 
alteration  of  existing  facilities  where  the 
external  configruration  is  changed  sub¬ 
stantially,  or  the  postal  mission  is 
changed  significantly. 

(iii)  Use  of  Postal  Service  property  by 
others,  through  permit,  lease,  license,  or 
other  arrangement,  renting  in  a  sig¬ 
nification  change  in  usage  of  the  prop¬ 
erty. 

(iv)  Any  prc^iosed  action  which  is,  or 
is  likely  to  be,  environmentally  contro¬ 
versial. 

(b)  Identifying  Major  Actions  Signifi¬ 
cantly  Affecting  the  Environment.  The 
Responsible  Official  must  exercise  sound 
jud^ent  based  on  a  thorough  assess¬ 
ment  and  an  evaluation  of  all  relevant 
factors  including  the  following: 

(1)  Cumulative  Impact.  The  overall, 
ciunulative  impact  of  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion,  actions  of  other  Federal  agencies 
planned  or  taking  place  in  the  area,  fur¬ 
ther  Postal  Service  actions  contem¬ 
plated  or  foreseeable,  and  other  devel¬ 
opments  taking  place  in  the  area,  must 
be  considered.  If  it  is  reasonable  to  an¬ 
ticipate  a  cumulatively  significant  im¬ 
pact  on  the  environment  from  Federal 
actions  in  the  area,  an  EIIS  probably 
should  be  prepared. 

(2)  Controversy.  If  the  environmental 
Impact  of  a  proposed  major  action  is 
likely  to  be  highly  controversial,  an  EIS 
should  be  prepar^. 

(3)  Adverse  Significant  Effects.  Ad¬ 
verse  signiflcant  effects  include  those 
that— 

(1)  substantially  degrade  the  quality  of 
th^^nvlronment ; 
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(ii)  curtail  the  range  of  beneficial  uses 
of  the  environment  such  as  by  making 
irreversible  and  irretrievable  commit¬ 
ments  of  resources; 

(iii)  serve  short-term,  to  the  disad¬ 
vantage  of  substantial  long-term,  en¬ 
vironmental  goals;  and 

(iv)  may  be  localized  in  their  effect, 
but  nevertheless  have  a  decidedly  harm¬ 
ful  environmental  impact. 

(4)  Beneficial  and  Detrimental  Effects. 
Significant  effects  can  include  those 
which  result  from  actions  having  both 
beneficial  and  detrimental  effects  even 
if,  on  balance,  it  appears  that  the  net 
effect  will  be  beneficial. 

(5)  Environmental  Setting.  The  signif¬ 
icance  of  a  proposed  action  may  vary 
with  its  setting.  An  action  that  might 
have  little  impact  in  a  large  city  may 
be  significant  in  a  small-town,  rural,  or 
suburban  setting,  and  vice  versa. 

(6)  Secondary  Effects.  Secondary,  as 
well  as  primary,  effects  of  a  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  may  be  signiflcant.  Many  major 
Federal  actions  stimulate  or  induce 
secondary  effects  in  the  form  of  new  in¬ 
vestments  and  changed  patterns  of  land- 
iise  and  social  and  economic  activity. 
Such  secondary  effects,  through  their 
Impacts  on  existing  community  facilities 
and  activities,  through  Inducing  new 
facilities  and  activities,  or  through 
changes  in  natural  conditions,  may  be 
more  signiflcant  than  the  primary  ef¬ 
fects  of  the  original  proposed  action. 

(7)  Environmental  Subject  Areas.  The 
assessment  of  significance  shall  take  into 
account  both  direct  and  indirect  effects 
in  the  following  (among  others)  environ¬ 
mental  subject  areas: 

(I)  Water,  air  and  noise  pollution,  un¬ 
desirable  land  use  patterns,  solid  waste 
disposal,  pesticide  and  herbicide  iise, 
transportation  and  handling  of  hazard¬ 
ous  materials; 

(II)  Changes  in  population  distribu¬ 
tion,  and  the  effects  of  such  changes  on  , 
urbcm  congestion  (including  vehicular  / 
traffic) ,  water  sunfiy,  sewage  treatment 
facilities,  other  public  services,  and  hu-  - 
man  health,  safety,  and  welfare; 

(ill)  Ecological  systems  such  as  wild¬ 
life.  fish,  and  other  marine  life;  and 

(iv)  The  effects  of  construction, 
alteration,  demolition,  and  real  prop¬ 
erly  disposal  on  the  preservation  and 
enhancement  of  historic,  cultural,  aes¬ 
thetically  pleasing,  and  healthful  sur¬ 
roundings. 

775.5  Pn'paration  and  use  of  environ¬ 
mental  assessment;  negative  declara¬ 
tion. 

(a)  The  environmental  assessment 
shall  be  evaluated  as  part  of  the  decision 
making  process.  It  is  the  basis  for  judg¬ 
ment  by  the  “Responsible  Official”  as  to 
whether  or  not  a  proposed  action  is  a 
major  Federal  action  significantly  af¬ 
fecting  the  quality  of  the  human  en¬ 
vironment.  It  is  of  utmost  importance 
that  the  assessment  be  complete,  giving 
the  decision  maker  a  clear  picture  of 
existing  and  projected  environmental 
conditions  relevant  to  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  and  an  evaluation  of  possible  and 
probable  effects,  primary  and  secondary, 
beneficial  or  adverse,  of  that  action  and 
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its  praeUcal  alternatives.  Tlie  envlron- 
moital  assessment  is  to  be  prepared  by 
the  respons&le  organisation  cnoom- 
passlns  all  phases  of  a  proposed  action 
and  examining  Its  effects  on  the  en- 
vinmment. 

(1)  The  envir(ximental  assessment  vrlll 
contain  the  Informatkm  from  the  Postal 
Service’s  evaluatloB  at  available  sites,  an 
analysis  of  the  oonsequmces  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  action,  alternatives  to  the  proposed 
actkm,  comments  of  any  Federal  agency 
which  has  Jurisdiction  by  law  or  special 
expertise  with  re^>ect  to  any  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  Involved,  written  re¬ 
sponses  resulting  from  the  A-95  Clear¬ 
inghouse  notification,  and  comments  of 
local  citizens  and  officials.  Eivery  attempt 
should  be  made  to  lnsxu*e  that  apprc^rl- 
ate  contacts  are  made  to  obtain  the  most 
complete  data  base  for  determining  the 
envlronmaital  effects  of  the  proposed 
action. 

(2)  Ihe  envircmmental  assessment  is 
to  be  prepared  as  directed  by  the  Respon¬ 
sible  Official  utilizing  the  format  set  out 
In  Appendix  I,  and  following  the  outline 
set  out  In  Ac^ndix  II,  of  these  regula¬ 
tions. 

(b)  Negative  Declaration.  If  the  envi¬ 
ronmental  assessment  Indicates  that  a 
proposed  action  is  not  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment,  the  Respon¬ 
sible  Official  shall  pr^>are  and  sl^  a 
negative  declaration  to  that  effect.  The 
declaration  must  state  that  a  review  of 
an  environmental  factors  has  been  com¬ 
pleted  and  the  determinatlonL,  based  (m 
Ihe  assessment,  has  been  made  that  the 
proposed  action  is  not  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  (including 
effects  on  historic  properties  and  places) . 
Copies  of  the  environmental  assessment 
and  the  negative  declaration  shall  be 
placed  in  the  project  environmental  file, 
available  on  request  for  public  review. 

775.6  Preparation  and  nse  of  en^-iron* 
mental  impact  statements. 

Whenever  it  is  determined,  based  on  an 
environmental  assessment,  that  a  pro¬ 
posed  action  is  a  nmjor  Federal  actkm 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment,  a  detailed  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  shall  be  pre¬ 
pared  at  the  earliest  feasible  ix>int  in  the 
devdoimient  of  the  proposal,  and  shall  be 
Included  in  every  subsequent  recommen¬ 
dation  or  report  on  the  proposed  action. 
Each  such  statement  must  reflect  that 
the  particular  economic  and  technical 
costs  and  benefits  ctf  the  proposed  action 
have  been  assessed  and  weighed  against 
the  environmental  costs  and  benefits.  En¬ 
vironmental  Impact  6tat«nents  shall  be 
prepared  in  final  form  (FETES)  based  on 
a  draft  environmental  impact  statement 
(ENEIS)  and  a  responsive  evaluation  of 
comments  on  the  DEIS  received  from 
^deral.  State,  and  local  governmental 
agencies  and  the  public. 

(a)  Early  Public  Notice.  As  soon  as 
practicable  after  a  decision  is  made  to 
prepare  a  DEIS,  public  notice  shall  be 
giv^  and  comments  Invited,  by  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Fboesal  Register  and  a  lo¬ 
cal  newspaper  and  by  posting  a  notice  on 


the  bulletin  boards  of  all  postal  facilities 
located  in  and  adjacent  to  the  area  of 
potential  environmental  impact. 

(b)  Envlrcmmental  Impact  Statements 
should  cmitain; 

(1)  A  description  of  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  its  purpose  and  setting,  including 
information,  summary  technical  data, 
and  maps  and  diagrams  where  perti¬ 
nent,  adequate  to  permit  an  assessment 
of  potential  environmental  Impacts  of 
the  proposed  action  by  commenting 
agencies  and  the  public.  Highly  technical 
data  and  analyses  should  be  confined  to 
appendices.  The  amount  of  detail  pro¬ 
vided  should  be  commensurate  with  the 
size  and  expected  impact  of  the  pr(HX)6ed 
action.  Population  and  growth  charac¬ 
teristics  of  the  affected  area  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded.  The  sources  of  data  used  shall  be 
included.  The  sources  of  data  used  shall 
be  expressly  noted. 

(2)  The  iMobable  Impact  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  action  on  the  ^vironment.  Both 
primary,  or  direct,  and  secondary,  or  in¬ 
direct,  impacts  on  the  environment  shall 
be  Included  in  the  anal3rsis.  The  probable 
effects  of  the  pr<v)osed  action  and  its  al¬ 
ternatives  on  pc^ulatlcm  dlstributicm 
shall  be  Included,  and  also  an  anal3rsis  of 
the  effect  of  any  anticlpcd«d  change  in 
population  and  ^nployment  patterns 
xipoai  the  resources  of  the  area,  including 
land  use.  water  supply,  public  services, 
and  traffic. 

(3)  A  brief  discussion  summarizing  in 
one  place  any  probable  adverse  environ¬ 
mental  effects  that  cannot  be  avoided 
should  the  proposal  be  Impl^nented 
such  as  water  or  air  pollution,  undesir- 
aUe  land  use  patterns,  damage  to  life 
systems,  urban  congestion,  threats  to 
health,  or  other  consequences  adverse  to 
the  environment.  A  statement  should  be 
included  of  how  avoidable  or  mitlgable 
adverse  effects  will  be  mitigated  or 
avoided. 

(4)  An  evaluation  of  the  environmoi- 
tal  lmpcu:ts  of  alternatives  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  actiem.  Section  102(2-)  (D)  of 
NEPA  requires  the  responsible  agency  to 
“study,  develop,  and  describe  appropri¬ 
ate  alternatives  to  recommended  courses 
of  action  in  any  pr(H>06al  which  inv(dves 
unresolved  conflicts  concerning  alterna¬ 
tive  uses  of  available  resources.’’  A  rig¬ 
orous  explanation  and  objective  evalua¬ 
tion  shall  be  made  of  the  environmental 
Impacts  of  all  reasonable  alternative  ac- 
ti(ms,  particularly  those  that  might 
avoid  or  mitigate  some  or  all  of  the  ad¬ 
verse  environmental  effects.  An  analysis 
of  such  alternatives  and  their  environ¬ 
mental  benefits,  costs,  and  risks  shall  ac¬ 
company  the  proposed  action  through 
the  agency  review  process  so  as  not  to 
foreclose  prematurely  consideration  of 
options  which  might  have  less  detrimen¬ 
tal  effects.  The  analysis  should  be  suffi¬ 
ciently  detailed  to  present  a  comparative 
evaluation  of  the  environmental  bene¬ 
fits,  costs,  and  risks  of  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  and  each  reasonable  alternative. 

(5)  A  brief  discussion  of  the  relation¬ 
ship  between  local  short-term  uses  of 
man’s  environment  and  the  maintenance 
and  enhancement  of  long-term  produc¬ 
tivity.  niis  requires  evaluation  of  the  ex¬ 
tent  to  which  the  proposed  action  in¬ 


volves  trade-offs  between  short-term  en¬ 
vironmental  gains  and  long-term  losses, 
or  vice  versa,  and  it  should  contain  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  extent  to  which  the  pro¬ 
posed  action  forecloses  future  options. 

(6)  A  description  of  any  irreversible 
or  irretrievable  commitment  of  resources 
which  would  be  involved  in  the  proposed 
action  should  it  he  implemented.  This  in¬ 
cludes  a  statement  of  the  extent  to  which 
the  action  irreversibly  curtails  the  range 
of  potentisd  uses  of  the  environment. 

(7)  An  indication  of  economic,  service, 
operational,  working  conditions,  and 
other  requirements  and  considerations  of 
postal  policy  determined  to  offset  or  over¬ 
ride  any  adverse  environmental  effects 
that  have  been  identified.  This  discussion 
should  also  indicate  the  extent  to  which 
these  countervailing  benefits  could  or 
could  not  be  realized  by  adopting  identi¬ 
fied  alternatives  to  the  proposed  action 
that  would  avoid  or  mitigate  some  or  all 
of  the  adverse  environmental  effects  of 
the  proposed  action.  If  a  cost-benefit 
analysis  of  the  proposed  aclicm  is  pre¬ 
pared,  it  should  be  attached  to  the  State¬ 
ment  and  an  Indication  should  be  given 
in  the  Statement  of  the  extent  to  which 
environmental  costs  were  considered  in 
the  cost-ben^t  analysis. 

(8)  A  discussion  of  the  relationship 
of  the  proposed  action  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  plans  and  programs  of  the  State, 
areawide,  and  local  governments  for  the 
area  in  which  the  action  is  to  take  place. 
This  should  Include  a  discussion  of  how 
the  proposed  action  may  conform  to  or 
conflict  with  Federal.  State,  areawlde, 
and  local  land-use  policies,  plans,  and 
controls  and  with  current  pollution  limi¬ 
tations  and  compliance  schedules  duly 
adopted  and  approved  pursuant  to  the 
Clean  Air  Act.  the  Federal  Water  Pollu¬ 
tion  Oontitd  Act,  and  the  Noise  Control 
Act  of  1972,  as  the  same  may  be  amended 
from  time  to  time.  Where  a  conflict  or  in¬ 
consistency  exists,  a  description  should 
be  included  of  the  extent  to  which  the 
proposed  actlcm  has  been  reconciled  or 
harmonized  with  the  above' plans,  pro¬ 
grams,  policies,  controls,  limitations,  and 
schediiles,  and  the  reasons  should  be 
given  why  the  determination  has  been 
made  to  proceed  notwithstanding  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  full  reconciliation. 

(c)  Prior  to  issuing  either  a  draft  or 
final  ITS.  the  Responsible  Official  shall 
consult  with  and  obtain  the  comments 
of  any  Federal  agency  which  has  Juris¬ 
diction  by  law  or  special  expertise  with 
respect  to  any  environmental  Impact  in¬ 
volved.  This  shall  include  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  in  every  case. 
(See  775.7(b)  (1),  below,  with  respect  to 
historic  preservation  requirements.) 

(d)  Environmental  impact  statements 
shall  be  prepared  with  a  cover  and  a 
summary  and  conclusions  section.  (See 
Appendices  m  and  IV.) 

775.7  Distribution  and  review  of  draft 
environmental  impact  statements. 

(a)  Transmittal  to  Council  on  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Quality.  As  soon  as  a  DFJS  is 
prepared,  10  copies  shall  be  transmitted 
to  the  Cotmcil  on  Environmental  Quality. 

(b)  Distribution.  DEIS’s  shall  be  dis¬ 
tributed  to: 
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(1)  Federal  agencies  previously  con¬ 
sulted  or  having  jurisdiction  by  law  or 
special  expertise  with  respect  to  any  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  involved,  which  shall 
include  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  in  every  case,  and  the  Advisory 
Council  on  Historic  Preservation  when¬ 
ever  a  property  that  is  Included  in  or 
eligible  for  inclusion  in  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places  is  located 
within  the  area  of  the  proposed  action’s 
potential  environmental  impact  (This 
requirement  is  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
substitution  for,  the  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tion  106  of  the  National  Historic  Preser¬ 
vation  Act  of  1966  and  the  Procedures  for 
the  Protection  of  Historic  and  Cultural 
Properties  adopted  by  the  Advisory 
Council  on  Historic  Preservation.) ; 

(2)  Appropriate  State  and  local  agen¬ 
cies  which  are  authorized  to  develop  and 
enforce  environmental  standards,  and 
State  and  areawide  clearinghouses  estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  OMB  Circular  No. 
A-95  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  coop¬ 
eration  between  the  Federal  Government 
and  State  and  local  governments  CITiis 
requirement  is  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
substitution  for,  the  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tion  401  of  the  Intergovernmental 
Cooperation  Act  of  1968  and  of  OMB 
Circiilar  A-95,  Part  II,  providing  for  co¬ 
ordination  of  direct  Federal  develop¬ 
ment  projects  at  the  earliest  practicable 
stage  with  State,  areawide,  and  local  de¬ 
velopment  plans  and  programs.) ;  and 

(3)  Private  organizations  and  individ¬ 
uals  that  request  an  opportunity  to  com¬ 
ment.  In  order  to  facilitate  comment  by 
private  organizations  and  individuals, 
the  availability  of  draft  environmental 
statements  shall  be  announced  by  publi¬ 
cation  of  a  notice  in  a  local  newspaper 
and  by  posting  on  the  bulletin  boards  of 
all  postal  facilities  located  in  and  adja¬ 
cent  to  the  area  of  potential  environ¬ 
mental  impact. 

(c)  Timing.  It  is  important  that  the 
DETS  be  prepared  and  circulated  for 
comment  as  early  as  possible  in  the 
project  planning  and  review  process  in 
order  to  permit  Postal  Service  decision 
makers  and  outside  reviewers  to  give 
meaningful  consideration  to  the  environ¬ 
mental  effects  involved.  Postal  Service 
officials  should  keep  in  mind  that  such 
statements  are  to  serve  as  the  means  of 
assessing  the  environmental  Impact  of 
proposed  actions  rather  than  as  a  justifi¬ 
cation  for  decisions  already  made.  The 
preparation  of  reports  through  the  final 
EIS,  Including  required  periods  for  re¬ 
view  and  comment  must  be  completed 
before  the  project  planning  and  design 
is  finalized. 

(d)  Review  periods. 

(1)  A  minimum  of  45  days  shall  be 
allowed  for  comment  on  a  DEIS,  after 
which  it  may  be  presumed  that  no  per¬ 
son  or  agency  has  any  comment  to  make, 
iinless  an  agency  or  person  requests  an 
extension  of  time  to  reply.  In  determin¬ 
ing  whether  to  grant  a  requested  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  and  for  how  long,  respon¬ 
sible  officials  shall  consider  the  magni¬ 
tude  and  complexity  of  the  statement 
and  the  extent  of  citizen  interest  in  the 
proposed  action,  as  well  as  the  Postal 
Service’s  schedule  requirements. 
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(2)  To  the  maximum  extent  practiable, 
administrative  action  subject  to  EIS  re¬ 
quirements  is  not  to  be  taken  sooner  than 
90  days  after  the  DEIS  has  been  cir¬ 
culated,  furnished  to  the  CEQ  and  (ex¬ 
cept  where  public  disclosure  will  result  in 
significantly  increased  costs  of  inrocure- 
ment)  made  available  to  the  public,  and 
is  not  to  be  taken  sooner  than  30  days 
after  the  FEES  (including  comments 
thereon)  has  been  made  available  to  the 
Council,  commenting  agencies  and  the 
public.  The  foregoing  periods  of  90  and 
30  days  may,  but  normally  should  not. 
rim  concurrently.  Subject  to  the  possible 
need  for  recirculating  the  statement  for 
the  appropriate  period  in  cases  of  signifi¬ 
cant  substantive  change,  a  DEIS  or  FEIS 
may  be  supplemented  or  amended  at  any 
time. 

775.8  Preparation  and  distribution  of 
final  environmental  impaet  state¬ 
ments. 

(a)  Preparation.  All  substantive  com¬ 
ments  received  on  a  DEIS  shall  be  at¬ 
tached  to  the  FEIS,  except  that  where 
comments  are  received  from  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  single  individuals,  syntheses  of 
their  comemnts  together  with  the  names 
of  the  individuals  whose  comments  are  so 
synthesized  may  be  attached  in  lieu  of 
attaching  each  individual  comment.  A 
meaningful  reference  shall  be  made  in 
the  FEES  to  any  responsible  and  cogent 
opposing  view  not  adequately  discussed  in 
the  DEIS,  indicating  the  Postal  Service’s 
response  to  the  issues  raised. 

(b)  Transmittal  to  Council  on  Environ¬ 
mental  Quality.  As  soon  as  an  FEIS  is 
prepared.  10  copies  (together  with  the 
substance  of  all  comments  received) 
shall  be  transmitted  to  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality. 

(c)  Distribution.  A  FEIS,  with  com¬ 
ments  attached,  shall  be  sent  to  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency,  to  each 
Federal,  State,  and  local  agency  and  pri¬ 
vate  organization  that  made  substantive 
comments  on  the  DEIS,  and  to  each  in¬ 
dividual  who  requests  a  copy. 

775.9  Public  information. 

(a)  Public  Hearings.  The  Responsible 
Official  should  arrange  for  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  following  distribution  of  a  DEIS 
when  he  determines  it  appropriate  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  criteria  set  out  in  sub- 
paragraph  (b)  below.  In  such  event,  the 
DEIS  shall  be  made  available  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  at  least  15  days  prior  to  the  hearing 
date.  A  written  notice  of  the  time,  date, 
and  place  of  the  hearing  shall  be  sent 
to  all  appropriate  Federal,  State,  and 
local  Government  entities  (including 
State  and  Areawide  Clearinghouses)  and 
to  all  private  organizations  and  individ¬ 
uals  known  to  be  interested.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  copies  of  the  notice  should  be  posted 
in  appropriate  public  places  including 
postal  facilities  in  and  adjacent  to  the 
area  and  at  any  known  site  or  sites  of 
a  proposed  construction  project;  copies 
of  the  notice  should  also  be  sent  to  the 
local  newspaper.  'The  DEIS  may  be  used 
as  an  outline  for  the  conduct  of  dis¬ 
cussions.  If,  upon  conclusion  of  the  hear¬ 
ing,  it  appears  that  some  elements  of 
controversy  remain  unresolved,  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  written  comments  should  be 
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solicited.  Following  the  public  hearing, 
a  summary  of  the  issues  discussed,  the 
major  points  raised  by  witnesses,  and 
other  significant  aspects  of  the  hearing 
shall  be  prepared.  If  the  Responsible  Of¬ 
ficial  deems  it  appropriate,  he  may  ap¬ 
pend  this  summary  to  the  FEIS. 

(b)  In  deciding  whether  to  hold  a 
public  hearing  the  Responsible  Official 
should  consider  the  following  factors. 

(1) ^The  magnitude  of  the  proposed 
project  in  terms  of  cost,  size,  geographic 
area  affected,  traffic  generation,  and  the 
like: 

(2)  The  degree  of  known  public  inter¬ 
est  in  the  proposed  project  and  signifi¬ 
cance  of  requests  for  a  hearing; 

(3)  The  complexity  of  issues  that  at¬ 
tend  the  propo^  project  and  the  likeli¬ 
hood  that  information  will  be  presented 
at  the  hearing  that  will  be  of  assistance ; 

(4)  The  extent  to  which  public  involve¬ 
ment  has  already  been  achieved  through 
other  means,  such  as  earlier  public  hear¬ 
ings,  meetings  with  citizen  representa¬ 
tives,  and  the  submission  of  written  com¬ 
ments  during  prepartlon  of  the  DEIS. 

775.10  Lists  of  environmental  determi¬ 
nations. 

(a)  ’There  shall  be  maintained  and 
kept  current  in  the  Real  Estate  Build¬ 
ings  Department  in  USPS  Headquarters: 

(1)  a  list  of  proposed  projects  for 
which  Environmental  Impact  Statements 
are  being  prepared;  and 

(2)  a  list  of  proposed  actions  regarding 
which  a  determination  has  been  made 
not  to  prepare  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  although — 

(i)  the  action  is  similar  to  a  signif¬ 
icant  number  of  Postal  Service  actions 
for  which  Statements  have  been  pre¬ 
pared,  or 

(il)  it  had  been  announced  previously 
that  a  Statement  would  be  prepared,  or 

(ill)  the  preparation  of  a  Statement 
had  been  requested  by  the  Coimcll  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality. 

(b)  Both  of  the  above  lists  shall  be 
updated  and  transmitted  quarterly  by 
the  designated  office  to  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  and  shall  be  made 
ajf^ilable  for  public  inspection  on  re¬ 
quest.  With  regard  to  any  negative  deter¬ 
mination  described  in  (a)  (2)  above,  a 
publicly  available  record  shall  be  main¬ 
tained  containing  a  brief  statement  of 
the  reasons  for  the  determination. 

(c)  So  that  the  designated  Headquar¬ 
ters  office  may  perform  its  duties  pre¬ 
scribed  above  in  this  775.10,  each  Re¬ 
sponsible  Official  shall  furnish  that  office, 
on  a  current  basis,  the  following: 

(1)  a  brief  description  of  each  pro¬ 
posed,  project  for  which  the  preparation 
of  an'Eni^onmental  Impact  Statement 
has  been  or  is  about  to  be  commenced; 

(2)  notice  of  any  abandonment  or  dis¬ 
continuance  of,  or  significant  change  in, 
any  proposed  project  for  which  an  EIS 
is,  or  was,  being  prepared ; 

(3)  a  copy  of  each  DEIS  and  each 
FEIS;  and 

(4)  a  copy  of  each  negative  determi¬ 
nation  described  in  (a)  (2)  above,  which 
shall  contain  or  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  of  the  reasons  for  the  deter¬ 
mination. 
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ApncNDix  I. — Initial  environmental  assessment  subject  matter  content- 

Effect  on  enTlronment 


Moderate 

None  and/or  Permanently  Beneficial 
temporarily  detrimental 
detrimental 


I.  Evaluation  of  effect  uimu  location: 

A.  Toi^raphy  and  yeology: 

1 .  Relief  and  surface  characteristic  changes . . 

2.  Presence  of  faults  and/or  joints _ 

3.  Surface  strata  and  underlying  Ix^rock . . 

4.  Subsurface  mineral  dep(Kits _ 

B.  Hydrology  and  water  quality: 

1 .  Effect  on  local  ground  wafer  and  water  table . . . . 

2.  Drainage  patterns  of  stor  n  drains  and  creeks . . 

C.  Land  and  wafer  resources: 

1.  Effect  on  adjan'tit  residential  development _ 

2.  Creation  of  limited  use  land  area _ 

3.  Effect  on  ^acent  streams  or  lakes . . . 

4.  Effect  on  industrial  potential _ _ _ _ 

5.  E  feet  on  land  use  patterns _ 

.  Historical  and  archeological: 

1.  Effect  on  archeological  salvage . . . 

2.  Effect  on  historic  places,  sites  or  monuments _ _ 

(a)  Review  by  State  historic  preservation  officer . . 

E.  Fish  and  wildlife: 

1.  Alteration  of  wildlife  habitat . 

2.  Effect  on  rare  or  endangered  si)eci»« _ 

3.  Effect  on  fish  and  other  water  related  biota _ 

F.  Botairical: 

1.  Removal  of  or  damage  to  trees,  shrul>s  and  other  vege¬ 

tation. 

2.  Effect  on  rare  or  endangered  species . . 

3.  Effect  on  adjacent  vegetation _ 

G.  Air  quality  and  sound  control: 

1.  Air  pollution  and  at  mos|>heric  di.scharges - - 

2.  Created  noise  levels _ 

3.  Noise  abatement - - - - 

II.  Evaluation  of  effect  ut>on  existing  ixiblic  service; 

A.  Lock  l»ox  service _ _ 

B.  Finance  servitv - 

C.  ielivery  scrvii-i' - - - - 

1>.  Accessibility  and  |iarking _ _ _ - 

III.  Evaluation  of  effect  uimn  employees: 

A.  Transportation— availability  of  public  transportation, 

travel  times,  and  cost. 

B.  Housing  and  ess<‘ntial  r-omnmnity  services . . . 

C.  Public  food  servile,  its  availabilil  y  and  proximity - 

D.  Medical  service — |Moximity  of  hospitals,  physicians,  am¬ 

bulance  service,  imldic  health  service. 

♦  E.  Employee  safety  as  it  might  be  jeoi)ardi*ed  by  haiardous 

I'onditions  at  the  |>oints  of  ingress  and  egress  from  or  to 
the  site. 

F.  Working  conditions . . . .  , 

O.  Oi>erational  productivity . . . 

H.  Relocation - - - 

r\'.  Evaluation  of  effect  on  socioeconomic  conditions: 

A.  Relocation  of  residential  dwellings . . 

B.  Effect  on  local  employment . . . - . - . 

C.  Effect  on  public  health  and  well-l»cing - 

D.  Relocation  of  public  utilities. . . . . — . — 

E.  Urban  congestion . . . — . - . 

F.  Alternation  of  traffic  patterns . . . — . 

G.  Effect  on  population  trends . .  ’ 

'  "  U^y  iteins^™^^?>ove  as  a  table  of  contents,  prei)are  a  narrative  explanation  for  each  pai  ticular  evaluation. 


Appendix  II 

EXPANDED  ENVIHONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 
OUTLINE  0 

I.  Summary 

II.  Environmental  setting  without  action: 

1.  Physical  Environment  (Geology) 

2.  Biological  Environment  (Ecology) 

3.  Cultural  Environment  (Demo¬ 

graphic) 

III.  Proposed  Action 

Description 
Environmental  Effects 

IV.  Conclusions 

Focus  on  the  significant  impacts,  the 
chosen  alternative,  its  mitigating  ef¬ 
fects  and  the  need  for  a  negative 
declaration  or  an  Environmental  Im¬ 
pact  Statement. 


Appendix  III — Format  of  Cover  por 
Environmental  Impact  Statements 

DRAFT  (FINAL)  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 
STATEMENT 

Descriptive  Title  of  Project 

United  States  Postal  Service  Real  Estate 
AND  Buildings  Department 

Appendix  IV — Su<k:ested  Outline  for  Sum¬ 
mary  AND  Conclusions  Section  to  go 
AT  Beginning  of  Environmental  Impact 
Statements 

Project  Title 

SUMMARY  AND  CONCLUSIONS 

Name,  address,  and  telephone  number  of 
the  individual  at  the  Postal  Service  who  can 
be  contacted  for  additional  Information. 


1.  Brief  description  of  action  indicating 
project  purpose,  scope,  and  location. 

2.  Summary  of  environmental  Impact  and 
adverse  environmental  effects. 

3.  Summary  of  alternatives  considered. 

4.  a.  (For  draft  statements)  List  all  Fed¬ 
eral.  State,  and  local  agencies  from  which 
comments  have  been  requested. 

b.  (For  final  statements)  List  all  Federal, 
State,  and  local  agencies  and  other  sources 
from  which  written  comments  hav,p  been 
i;eceived. 

'  6.  Dates  draft  statement  and  final  state¬ 
ment  made  available  to  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  and  the  public. 

(PR  Doc.76-24642  FUed  8-23-76:8:45  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 
[  49  CFR  Parte  1125  ] 

[Ex  Parte  No.  293  (Sub-No.  2] 

STANDARDS  FOR  DETERMINING  RAIL 

SERVICE  CONTINUATION  SUBSIDIES 

Supplemental  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  and  Order 

Section  205(d)  (6)  of  the  Regional  Rail 
Reorganization  Act  of  1973  (the  RRR 
Act),  45  U.S.C.  715(d)(6),  as  amended 
by  section  309  of  the  Rail  Revitalization 
and  Regulatory  Reform  Act  of  1976  (the 
Rail  Act) ,  Pub.  L.  94-210,  directs  the  Rail 
Services  Planning  Office  (the  Office)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
(the  Commission)  to: 

•  •  •  determine  and  publish,  and  from  time 
to  time  revise  and  reissue,  standards  for  de¬ 
termining  (A)  the  “revenue  attributable  to 
the  rail  properties”,  (B)  the  "avoidable  costs 
of  providing  service",  (C)  a  “reasonable  re¬ 
turn  on  the  value”,  and  (D)  a  “reasonable 
management  fee",  as  those  phrases  are  used 
in  section  304  of  this  Act  [as  amended  by 
Section  804  of  the  Rail  Act],  after  a  proceed¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  653  of  title  5,  United  Stjjtes  Code. 

The  Office  first  issued  standards  on 
July  1,  1974  for  computing  subsidies  for 
the  continuation  of  rail  freight  service  in 
the  Northeast-Midwest  Region  (39  FR 
2429).  After  field  testing,  revised  stand¬ 
ards  were  published  January  8,  1975  (40 
PR  1624) .  They  have  since  been  amended 
on  March  28,  1975  (40  FR  14186) ;  Jan¬ 
uary  22,  1976  (41  PR  3402) ;  and  March 
26,  1976  (41  FR  12836). 

During  recent  months,  the  Office  has 
received  several  requests  to  reopen  this 
proceeding  to  consider  amendments  to 
the  standards.  The  Office  is  apprising  the 
public  through  this  notice  of  those  areas 
in  which  requests  have  been  made  for 
modification  and  of  other  areas  where 
the  Office  itself  believes  there  may  be  a 
need  for  modification.  The  public  is  en¬ 
couraged  to  study  the  discussion  and  to 
submit  statements  containing  views  and 
arguments  in  support  of,  or  in  opposition 
to,  the  suggested  changes. 
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Discussion 

Passenger  train  revenues  and  costs. 
The  OfiBce  has  issued  regulations,  ef¬ 
fective  August  3,  1976,  for  determining 
commuter  rail  service  continuation  sub¬ 
sidies  and  emergency  operating  pay¬ 
ments  in  the  Northeast-Midwest  Region 
(41  PR  32545).  Consequently,  the  OfBce 
proposes  to  amend  the  regional  freight 
standards  to  make  it  clear  that  revenues, 
costs  and  return  on  the  value  of  prop¬ 
erties  covered  by  the  commuter  stand¬ 
ards  will  be  excluded  from  the  regional 
freight  standards. 

Revenues  from  bridge  and  overhead 
traffic.  The  OfiBce  proposes  to  revise  the 
method  of  calculating  revenues  derived 
from  trafiBc  carried  over  a  subsidized 
branch  but  not  originating  or  terminat¬ 
ing  on  the  branch.  Such  trafiBc  includes 
bridge  trafiBc,  which  passes  over  the 
branch  line  as  a  route  between  two  lines 
of  the  same  carrier,  and  interchange 
trafiBc  which  is  exchanged  with  another 
railroad  at  a  point  on  the  branch.  With 
regard  to  bridge  trafiBc,  the  OfiBce  wants 
to  stress  that  the  parties  are  not  boimd 
by  the  mileage  apportionment  in  the 
standards  but  are  free  to  negotiate  a 
mutually  acceptable  useage  charge.  The 
OfiBce  proposes  to  handle  interchange 
trafiBc  as  if  it  actually  originated  or 
terminated  on  the  branch.  The  present 
standards  assign  interchange  (overhead) 
revenues  to  the  branch  on  the  ratio  of 
miles  moved  on  the  branch  to  miles 
moved  on  the  system.  The  proposed 
standard  would  attribute  interchange 
revenues  directly  to  the  branch. 

Off-'Branch  Costs — Class  II  railroads. 
The  annual  report  of  Class  II  railroads 
(Form  R-2)  does  not  contain  expensive 
categories  and  service  units  in  sufiBcient 
detail  to  compute  off -branch  costs  in  the 
manner  presently  prescribed.  Therefore, 
the  OfiBce  proposes  to  amend  the  stand¬ 
ards  by  adding  a  new  procedure  for  cal¬ 
culating  the  off -branch  cost  of  Class  II 
railroads  which  operate  branch  lines  un¬ 
der  subsidy.  The  method  which  the  Of¬ 
fice  is  proposing  uses  revenue  gross  ton- 
miles  as  the  basis  of  assigning  off-branch 
costs.  Under  this  method,  the  total  oper¬ 
ating  expenses,  rents  and  taxes,  exclud¬ 
ing  federal  Income  taxes  of  the  carrier, 
would  be  multiplied  by  a  3  year  com¬ 
posite  variability  factor  for  all  Class  I 
railroads,  and  this  amount  would  be  di¬ 
vided  by  the  system  total  revenue  gross 
ton-miles.  This  unit  cost  would  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  total  revenue  gross  ton- 
miles  accumulated  by  branch  line  trafiBc 
moving  over  other  portions  of  the  Class 
n  carrier’s  system. 

The  initial  composite  variability  fac¬ 
tor,  based  on  the  years  1972-74,  would 
be  .78;  this  factor  would  be  periodically 
updated  to  reflect  current  Class  I  data. 
(A  variability  factor  based  on  Class  II 
data  would  be  preferable,  but  cannot  be 
derived  from  existing  data.)  A  draft  reg¬ 
ulation  is  annexed. 

Revenues  from  shipments  with  transit 
privileges.  The  OfiBce  has  been  asked  to 
clarify  whether  the  revenue  attributable 
to  a  branch  line  from  transit  shipments 


is  meant  to  include  the  full  revenue  the 
carrier  receives  for  the  shipment  or  only 
the  revenue  from  that  portion  of  the 
movement  between  the  on-branch  orig¬ 
inating  or  terminating  point  and  the 
transit  point.  The  OfiBce  believes  that  the 
full  revenue  from  such  shipments  (in¬ 
cluding  any  transit  charges  collected) 
should  be  attributed  to  the  branch  line. 
The  off-branch  costs  associated  with  the 
movement  beyond  the  transit  point 
would  of  course  be  charged  against  the 
branch.  The  OfiBce  proposes  to  amend 
the  standards  to  clarify  its  position. 

Income  from  property  over  which  sub¬ 
sidized  service  is  performed.  The  New 
Jersey  Department  of  Transportation 
(NJDOT)  has  pointed  out  that  the  prop¬ 
erty  over  which  a  subsidized  service  is 
operated  may  be  used  simultaneously  by 
others  and  the  standards  are  silent  con¬ 
cerning  income  accounts  related  to  such 
rail  properties.  It  requests  that  either 
the  income  be  included  in  revenues  at¬ 
tributable  to  the  rail  properties  or  the 
income,  actual  and  prospective,  be  capi¬ 
talized  and  deducted  from  the  overall 
property  value.  The  OfiBce  is  interested 
in  obtaining  the  views  of  other  parties 
on  this  subject. 

Superintendence  costs.  The  present 
standards  do  not  allow  the  operator  to 
include  costs  incurred  for  the  super¬ 
vision  of  maintenance  of  way,  mainte¬ 
nance  of  equipment,  or  transportation 
on  the  subsidized  line.  The  OfiBce  be¬ 
lieved  that  the  amount  of  time  that  a 
superintendent  would  have  to  devote  to 
a  particular  branch  would  be  negligible 
and  therefore,  his  salary  should  not  be 
included  as  an  avoidable  cost  of  provid¬ 
ing  the  subsidized  service.  However,  a 
railroad  operating  several  branch  lines 
under  subsidy  may  have  to  employ  more 
supervisory  personnel  than  it  would  in 
the  absence  of  subsidized  service.  In  such 
a  case,  some  superintendence  costs  might 
be  avoidable.  The  issue  then  is  how  to 
fairly  assign  the  costs  of  such  superin¬ 
tendence  to  individual  branch  lines.  The 
OfiBce  has  considered  several  alterna¬ 
tives,  including  the  use  of  an  apportion¬ 
ment  formulae,  and  is  of  the  opinion 
that,  if  such  costs  are  to  be  allowed,  they 
should  be  directly  assigned,  based  on  the 
number  of  hours  which  a  superintendent 
actually  devotes  to  the  branch  line. 
These  costs  would  be  subject  to  audit, 
just  as  are  the  hours  of  crew  wages  and 
other  direct  costs.  The  parties  are  en¬ 
couraged  to  address  the  following  ques¬ 
tions:  should  superintendence  costs  be 
included  in  the  standards,  and,  if  so, 
what  is  the  fairest  way  of  assigning  these 
costs  to  the  individual  branch  line? 

Engineering  costs.  In  some  Instances 
subsidizers  have  requested  that  the  op¬ 
erating  railroad  provide  engineering  as¬ 
sistance  for  rehabilitation  of  the  branch 
line  or  for  the  construction  of  new  facili¬ 
ties.  The  Ccmsolidated  Rail  Corporation 
(ConRall)  has  r^uested  that  the  cost  of 
providing  this  engineering  assistance  be 
considered  an  avoidable  cost  of  provid¬ 
ing  the  subsidized  service.  The  OfiBce  be¬ 
lieves  that  the  costs  of  such  services 


should  be  negotiated  separately  from  the 
operating  agreement  and  should  be  in¬ 
cluded  as  part  of  the  rehabilitation  costs. 

Maintenance  of  way  equipment  repair 
costs.  ConRail  has  requested  that  two 
additional  accoimts  be  included  in  the 
standards:  Accoimt  269 — Roadway  Ma¬ 
chines,  which  includes  the  cost  of  re¬ 
pairing  roadway  machines  which  are 
used  for  repairs  of  roadway  and  struc¬ 
tures,  and  Account  271 — Small  Tools  and 
Supplies,  which  includes  the  cost  of  ob¬ 
taining  and  repairing  roadway  took,  the 
costs  of  supplies  consumed  in  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  roadway  machines,  and  the  cost 
of  supplies  used  by  trackwalkers,  track 
watchmen,  and  roadway  and  track  re¬ 
pairmen.  ConRail  requests  that  these 
accounts  be  apportioned  to  the  individ¬ 
ual  branch  on  a  ratio  of  maintenance 
costs  performed  on  the  branch  in  the 
subsidy  year  to  the  total  ConRail  sys¬ 
tem  maintenance  costs  in  the  subsidy 
year. 

The  OfiBce  believes  such  repair  costs,  if 
incurred  solely  as  a  result  of  work  done 
on  the  branch,  should  be  included  as  a 
direct  cost,  not  as  an  apportioned  cost. 
It  recognizes  though  that  the  direct  cost 
approach  might  tempt  the  operating 
railroad  to  use  old  or  run-down  equip¬ 
ment  for  maintenance  of  subsidized  lines 
and  as  a  result  that  the  repair  costs  for 
equipment  used  on  subsidize  lines  might 
be  substantially  higher  than  repair  costs 
for  equipment  used  elsewhere  on  the  op¬ 
erating  lines  of  the  carrier.  The  parties 
are  requested  to  state  their  views  as  to 
whether  Accoimts  269  and  271  should  be 
included 4n  the  standards,  and,  if  so,  how 
these  costs  should  be  determined  and 
how  they  can  be  included  without  cross - 
subsidizing  the  upkeep  of  the  carrier’s 
maintenance  of  way  equipment. 

Running  overhead  from  yard  to 
branch:  deadheading;  taxi,  and  hotel 
costs.  These  categories  of  costs,  which 
are  not  presently  covered  by  the 
standards,  may  be  incurred  in  the 
provision  of  some  subsidized  service. 
ITiese  costs  arise  because  of  the  loca¬ 
tion  of,  or  the  nature  of  the  service 
required  over,  the  subsidized  line.  For 
example,  it  may  be  necessary  for  an 
engine  crew  and  locomotive  to  run  over¬ 
head  from  a  yard,  performing  no  work 
along  the  way,  to  reach  a  subsidized 
branch  line  which  is  the  only  duty  as¬ 
signment  of  the  crew  outside  the  yard. 
The  OfiBce  is  hesitant  to  allow  this  cost 
because  it  may  provide  an  Incentive  for 
inefiBciency  on  the  part  of  the  operating 
railroad.  However,  the  OfiBce  believes 
that  deadheading  costs  or  taxi  or  hotel 
costs  for  the  crew  which  operates  the 
subsidized  service  should  be  included  in 
the  standards,  but  the  OfiBce  prefers  an 
approach  which  will  provide  an  Incentive 
for  more  efficient  operation  rather  than  a 
standard  which  rewards  inefiBciency,  The 
parties  are  encouraged  to  propose  a 
standard  which  they  believe  will  promote 
efiBcient  operation. 

Specialized  equipment  costs.  The 
standards  presently  assign  locomotive  re¬ 
pair  costs  on  a  ratio  of  ton-miles  served 
on  a  branch  to  ton-miles  served  on  the 
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system.  Similarly,  other  locomotive  costs 
are  assigned  on  a  ratio  ot  hours  served  <m 
a  branch  to  hours  served  on  the  system. 
This  approach  does  not  provide  ade¬ 
quately  for  tmique  situations  where  a 
branch  requires  a  specisd  locomotive  be¬ 
cause  of  the  physical  characteristics  of 
the  branch.  If  a  special  locomotive  is  as¬ 
signed  to  a  subsidized  branch  and  does 
not  serve  any  other  portion  of  the  oper¬ 
ating  carrier’s  system,  the  actual  repair 
and  other  costs  of  such  a  locomotive 
should  be  allowed.  The  same  approach 
should  apply  to  any  other  specialized 
equipment  dedicated  to  service  on  a  sub¬ 
sidize^  line. 

Termination  of  service  costs.  Title  V  of 
the  RRR  Act  provides  protection  for  em¬ 
ployees  who  lose  their  jobs  or  are  re¬ 
located  as  a  result  of  the  consolidation 
of  the  region’s  bankrupt  railroad  sys¬ 
tems  into  the  ConRail  system.  Congress 
has  authorized  $250,000,000  to  reimburse 
ConRail,  USRA  (where  applicable)  and 
acquiring  railroads  for  amounts  actually 
paid  to  protected  employees  pursuant  to 
Title  V.  There  is  some  uncertainty  as  to 
whether  employees  who  are  assigned  by 
ConRail  to  work  on  branch  lines  operated 
imder  subsidy  would  be  protected  by  the 
provisions  of  Title  V  should  the  subsidy 
not  be  renewed.  The  OflOce  is  seeking  a 
ruling  on  this  question  from  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Board, 

The  operating  carrier  may  incur  other 
termination  costs,  such  as  the  cost  of  re¬ 
moving  equipment,  as  a  result  of  shutting 
down  ser^ce  on  a  line.  The  OfBce  be¬ 
lieves  that  such  costs,  to  the  extent  that 
they  can  be  shown  to  be  validly  incurred 
as  a  direct  resiilt  of  the  termination  of 
the  subsidy,  should  be  considered  avoid¬ 
able  costs  of  providing  service.  The  Office 
also  believes  that  it  would  be  appropri¬ 
ate  to  amend  the  standards  to  allow  the 
parties  to  include  in  the  operating  agree¬ 
ment  a  mutually  acceptable  amount  to 
cover  the  reasonable  costs  of  termina¬ 
tion. 

Administrative  fee.  The  standards 
presently  provide  that  the  operating  car¬ 
rier  will  receive  an  amoimt  equal  to  0.5 
percent  of  revenues  attributable  to  a 
subsidized  branch  as  a  fee  for  adminis¬ 
tering  the  subsidized  service.  ConRail  has 
asserted  that  it  will  incur  a  serious  def¬ 
icit  if  the  actusil  costs  of  administering 
the  subsidized  service  which  it  operates 
are  not  treated  as  avoidable.  The  Office 
estimates  that  ConRail  will  receive  an 
anniial  administrative  fee  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $230,000.00  and  has  no  informa¬ 
tion  Indicating  that  ConRail's  actual 
costs  will  substantially  exceed  that 
amount.  Consequently,  the  Office  does 
not  beUeve  that  there  is  a  need  to  revise 
the  administrative  fee  at  this  time.  Fur¬ 
thermore.  the  fee  established  by  the  Of¬ 
fice  has  several  advantages:  it  is  easily 
computed;  it  reduces  the  expense  of  rec¬ 
ord  keeping;  and  it  serves  as  an  incen¬ 
tive  to  the  operating  carrier  to  hold  the 
line  on  administrative  costs.  The  Office 


would,  of  course,  reconsider  its  position 
if  operating  experience  should  demon¬ 
strate  that  the  actual  cost  of  administer¬ 
ing  subsidized  service  substmitially  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  fee  as  determined  pursuant  to 
the  present  standard. 

Management  fee.  Under  the  standards, 
an  amoimt  equal  to  4.5  percent  ot  the 
total  annual  revenues  attributable  to  the 
branch  is  to  be  paid  to  the  operating  car¬ 
rier  as  a  reasonable  management  fee. 
The  parties  may  also  negotiate  an  addi¬ 
tional  fee  desired  as  an  incentive  to 
maximize  revenues,  minimize  expenses, 
promote  efficient  service  or  otherwise 
achieve  public  interest  objectives. 

The  Office  wishes  to  stress  that  the  4.5 
percent  standard  is  not  a  ceiling;  the 
parties  are  free  to  negotiate  a  higher  per¬ 
centage.  Hie  Office  believes  that  a  higher 
fee  could  serve  as  an  incentive  to  sec¬ 
tion  304(d)(1)(C)  designated  operators 
to  provide  subsidized  service.  Also,  limit¬ 
ing  the  management  fee  to  4  5  percent 
could  produce  an  inequitable  result 
where  the  subsidizer  desir^  to  have  serv¬ 
ice  provided  by  a  short  line  carrier.  Since 
the  short  line  operator  receives  a  much 
smaller  share  of  the  revenues  from  the 
traffic  on  the  byanch  th^n  would  a  car¬ 
rier  like  ConRail  it  would  be  unfair  if  the 
fee  were  limited  to  4.5  percent.  The 
parties  must  be  free  to  negotiate  a  man¬ 
agement  fee  which  they  consider  fair  in 
such  situations;  however,  if  disputes 
arise  the  Office  may  have  to  issue  specific 
guidelines  for  determining  the  manage¬ 
ment  fee  for  short  lines.  The  parties  are 
encouraged  to  file  suggestions  for  resolv¬ 
ing  this  issue. 

Traffic  and  general  expenses.  The  pres¬ 
ent  standards  do  not  include  any  catego¬ 
ries  of  traffic  and  general  expenses,  e.g., 
headquarters  overhead  and  traffic  solici¬ 
tation  expenses.  The  Office  believes  that, 
for  the  most  part,  a  large,'  established 
carrier’s  expenses  in  these  categories  will 
not  be  affected  materially  by  undertak¬ 
ing  to  continue  service  on  branch  lines. 
However,  in  some  situations  there  may 
be  a  significant  impact  especially  where 
a  carrier  was  organized  solely  for  the 
pxirpose  of  operating  a  subsidized  line,  a 
carrier’s  operations  has  been  substan¬ 
tially  increased  by  the^raddition  of  the 
subsidized  service,  or  the  single  subsi¬ 
dized  service  is  in  itself  a  substantial 
railroad  operation.  In  each  of  these  situ¬ 
ations  considerable  costs  may  be  in¬ 
curred  which  might  have  been  avoided 
if  the  operating  carrier  had  not  under¬ 
taken  to  provide  the  subsidized  service. 
In  some  cases,  a  carrier  operating  imder 
section  304(d)(1)(c)  of  the  RRR  Act 
may  have  to  cease  subsidized  service  if 
the  standards  are  not  amended  to  in¬ 
clude  these  items  as  avoidable  costs  of 
providing  service.  'Hierefore,  the  Office 
proposes  to  amend  the  standards  to  allow 
traffic  and  general  expenses  in  certain 
cases.  ’The  Office  proposes  the  following 
test  to  determine  whether  a  railroad  b 
eligible  to  include  these  expenses:  either 
the  railroad  must  have  the  size  of  its  op¬ 


eration  (measured  in  total  mileage,  gross 
revenues,  gross  ton-miles  or  car  miles)  'N 
increased  by  more  than  25  percent  as  a 
result  of  taking  on  the  subsidized  service, 
or  the  service  being  operated  imder  sub¬ 
sidy  must  in  its  own  right  qualify  as  a 
Class  I  railroad.  The  parties  are  request¬ 
ed  to  comment  on  this  proposed  ap- 
procudi  and/or  to  provide  suggested  ap¬ 
proaches  of  their  own.  The  Office  re¬ 
quests  comments  as  to  which  traffic  and 
general  expenses  an  eligible  carrier 
should  be  allowed  to  include.  For  exam¬ 
ple,  if  the  executive  officers  of  a  railroad 
devote  all  their  time  to  the  operation  of 
one  or  more  subsidized  lines,  should  the 
entire  cost  of  their  salaries  be  covered 
by  subsidies?  If  they  allot  only  part  of 
their  time  to  subsidized  service,  should 
the  cost  of  their  salaries  be  pro-rated  ac¬ 
cordingly?  If  so,  should  there  be  a  cut¬ 
off  point  (e.g.,  if  less  than  10  percent  of 
their  time  is  devoted  to  subsidized  serv¬ 
ice,  should  none  of  the  cost  of  their  sal¬ 
aries  be  eligible  for  Inclusion)  ? 

Determination  of  Revenues  Attributa¬ 
ble.  In  developing  the  regional  standards, 
the  Office  reviewed  several  possible 
methods  of  defining  “revenues  attributa¬ 
ble’’  and  concluded  that  the  only  ap¬ 
proach  which  would  fairly  represent  the 
revenues  a  branch  contributes  to  a  car¬ 
rier  was.  to  attribute  all  revenues  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  carrier  from  freight  origi¬ 
nating  or  terminating  on  the  branch. 
For  reasons  stated  in  its  prior  rulemak¬ 
ing  (39  FR  at  24295),  the  Office  also  in¬ 
cluded  off-branch  costs  calculated  on  a 
variable  basis  as  “avoidable  costs”.  Al¬ 
though  this  procedure  has  been  judicial¬ 
ly  affirmed,  Commonwealth  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  V.  ICC;  R.  D.  Timpany  v.  RSPO, 
ICC.  U.S.C.A.,  D.C..  Nos.  75-1529;  75- 
1762,  March  31,  1976,  petition  for  certio¬ 
rari  pending,  the  Office,  consistent  with 
its  duty  to  “revise  and  reissue”  the 
standards  from  time  to  time,  will  con¬ 
sider  suggestions  from  interested  parties 
on  alternative  methods  of  defining  “rev¬ 
enues  attributable”  which  would  permit 
elimination  of  off-branch  costs. 

Alternative  compensation  for  use  of 
property  over  which  subsidized  service  is 
performed.  Because  of  the  inability  of 
the  parties  to  reach  agreement  with  re¬ 
gard  to  valuation,  other  bases  are  being 
negotiated  under  which  the  trustees  of 
the  bankrupt  railroads  in  the  region  are 
to  be  compensated  for  the  use  of  their 
properties.  The  Office  proposes  to  amend 
the  standards  to  specifically  provide  for 
alternative  compensation  based  on 
arm’s-length  negotiations. 

Technical  amendment.  The  reference 
in  the  last  sentence  of  Section  1125.1(d) 
referring  to  “one  of  the  first  three  quar¬ 
terly  Financial  Status  Reports  required 
by  Section  1125.9(f)  ”  should  be  changed 
since  it  does  not  appear  that  the  first 
three  such  reports  will  be  issued  within 
the  time  frame  originally  contemplated. 
The  Office  proposes  to  substitute  the  fol¬ 
lowing  language:  “•  •  •  based  on  the 
data  contained  in  one  of  the  Financial 
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Status  Reports  issued  during  the  first  10 
months  of  the  subsidy  year  as  required 
by  Section  1125.9 

Retroactivity.  The  Ofiftce  requests  com¬ 
ment  on  whether  any  of  the  proposed 
amendments  discussed  herein  should  be 
made  effective  retroactive  to  the  date 
branch  lines  were  first  operated  under 
the  freight  subsidy  program. 

Filing  of  Comments 

After  interested  parties  have  filed  their 
comments  on  the  issues  raised  in  this 
notice,  the  Office  will  allow  further  time 
for  the  participants  to  submit  replies  to 
the  comments.  To  facilitate  this  process, 
the  Office  will  reproduce  all  the  com¬ 
ments  received  by  the  due  date  and  pro¬ 
vide  them  to  all  participants. 

Order 

In  light  of  the  foregoing  considera¬ 
tions: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  proceeding  to 
formulate  standards  for  determining  rail 
freight  service  continuation  subsidies  in 
the  Northeast-Midwest  region,  pursuant 


to  Section  205(d)  (6)  of  the  Regional  Rail 
Reorganization  Act  of  1973,  as  amended, 
is  hereby  reopened  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  standards. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  aU  in¬ 
terested  persons  are  invited  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  this  proceeding  by  submitting 
written  representations  containing  state¬ 
ments  of  facts  or  views.  To  be  considered 
the  original  and  6  copies  of  each  rep¬ 
resentation  must  be  filed  on  or  before 
September  24,  1976,  with: 

Rail  Services  Planning  Office,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20036 

Replies  to  the  comments  should  be  filed 
by  October  15, 1976. 

This  is  not  a  major  Federal  action  sig¬ 
nificantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  hu¬ 
man  environment  within  the  meaning  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969. 

» 

Issued  August  19, 1976  by  Alan  M.  Fitz- 
water.  Director,  Rail  Services  Planning 
Office. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 


\ 


Class  n 

OFF-BRANCH  COSTS 

Class  n  line-haul  railroads  shall  cal¬ 
culate  off -branch  costs  as  follows: 

(i)  The  estimated  system  variable  ex¬ 
penses  are  calculated  by  multiplying  the 
sum  of  the  total  operating  expenses 
(Schedule  2002,  L.54,  col.  (b) ) ,  net  rents 
(Schedule  300,  L.21,  col.  (b)  and  tax  ac¬ 
cruals  less  federal  income  taxes  Schedule 
350,  L.18,  col.  (b)  less  L.13,  col.  (b) )  in 
the  carrier’s  latest  Annual  Report  (Form 
R-2)  by  .78,  the  three  year  composite 
variability  ratio  for  all  Class  I  railroads. 

(ii)  The  cost  rer  revenue  gross  ton- 
mile  is  calculated  by  dividing  the  amount 
developed  in  step  (i)  by  system  total  rev¬ 
enue  gross  ton<-miles  (Schedule  2601,  L. 
25,  col.  (d) )  in  the  carrier’s  latest  Aimual 
Report  (Form  R-2). 

(lii)  The  cost  developed  in  step  (ii) 
shall  be  applied  to  the  total  revenue  ton- 
miles  of  traffic  attributable  to  the  branch 
which  moves  over  other  portions  of  the 
railroad’s  system. 

(PR  Dcic.76-24797  Piled  8-23-76;8;45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
Proposed  Change  to  a  System  of  Records 

On  December  2,  1975,  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Privacy  Act 
of  1974  at  5  U.S.C.  552a(e)  (4),  a  system 
of  records  to  be  initiated  approximately 
January  1977  by  the  OflBce  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  called  “Treasury  Payroll/Person¬ 
nel  Information  System  (Treasury/OS 
00.054)”  was  adopt^  by  notice  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  56017-, 
56029).  The  OflBce  of  the  Secretary  now 
proposes  to  amend  this  system  of  rec¬ 
ords. 

A  number  of  changes  became  neces¬ 
sary  during  final  planning.  The  princi¬ 
pal  changes  proposed  are;  Advancement 
of  the  starting  date  to  September  26, 
1976;  addition  of  a  facility  at  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  California;  provision  for  the  in¬ 
clusion  of  other  agencies  in  the  system; 
addition  of  the  data  element  called  the 
Minority  Group  Designator  (MGD) ;  ad¬ 
dition  of  routine  use  number  five;  re¬ 
vision  of  the  description  of  the  storage, 
retrieval,  and  access  policies  and  prac¬ 
tices  consistently  with  the  dual  location 
of  the  system ;  and  addition  of  a  disposi¬ 
tion  provision.  Stylistic  and  grammati¬ 
cal  revisions  were  made  throughout  the 
notice,  the  text  of  which  follows  in  full. 

Notice  of  this  proposal  as  required  by 
subsection  (o)  of  the  Act,  5  U.S.C.  552a 
(o),  was  filed  on  June  24,  1976,  with  the 
Senate,  the  House  of  Representatives,  the 
OflBce  of  Management  and  Budget,  and 
the  Privacy  Protection  Study  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Any  interested  person  may  submit  WTit- 
ten  data,  views,  objections,  or  argu¬ 
ments  on  this  proposed  amendment  to 
the  Acting  Departmental  Disclosure  Of¬ 
ficer,  OflBce  of  Administrative  Programs, 
United  States  Department  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury,  1331  G  Street  NW,  3rd.  floor,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20220,  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  23,  1976.  All  written  comments  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  public  by  then  will  be 
considered  by  the  Department  before 
taking  action  on  a  final  notice  of  adop¬ 
tion.  Comments  received  will  also  be 
avialable  for  public  inspection  at  the 
above  address  between  the  hours  of  9:00 
a.m.  and  5:30  p.m.,  Mondays  through 
Fridays,  except  public  holidays.  Further 
information  is  available  by  telephone  at 
<202)  964-2792. 

Warren  F.  Brecht, 
Assistant  Secretary 
(Administration) . 

Treasury /OS  00.054 
System  name:  Treasury  Pa3n*oll/Per- 
sonnel  Information  System  (To  be  imple¬ 


mented  between  26  September  1976  and 
July  1978) — Treasury/OS. 

System  locations: 

Internal  Revenue  Service  Data  Center, 

Box  1100,  Detroit,  Michigan  43232,  and 

U.S.  Old  Mint  Data  Center  Division, 

88  5th  Street,  San  Francisco,  Cali¬ 
fornia  94103. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  system:  All  Treasury  Department 
employees  and  employees  of  other 
agencies  using  the  system. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 
Personnel  and  payroll  data  on  all  Treas¬ 
ury  Department  employees  and  em¬ 
ployees  of  other  agencies  using  the  sys¬ 
tem.  Minority  Group  Designator  (MGD) 
in  compliance  with  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mission  Regulations. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  sys¬ 
tem:  The  Civil  Service  Commission  in 
the  Federal  Personnel  Manual  (CHiapter 
291),  establishes  control  of  the  auto¬ 
mated  personnel  information  under  the 
agency  Director,  Personnel.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Treasury,  in  the  Fiscal  Re¬ 
quirement  Manual,  establishes  control  of 
the  automated  payroll  information  under 
the  agency  Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary.  5 
U.S.C.  301.  The  use  of  the  social  security 
account  number  is  authorized  by  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  9397,  November  22,  1943, 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

1.  To  generate  the  necessary  payroll 
information,  deductions  and  allotments 
to  pay  employees  biweekly. 

2.  To  furnish  the  necessary  informa¬ 
tion  to  concerned  agencies  and  state  and 
city  taxing  authorities  required  by  law. 

3.  To  provide  input  to  management  in¬ 
formation  systems,  and  related  account¬ 
ing  and  budget  systems,  from  the  basic 
payroll  and  personnel  master  file. 

4.  To  provide  the  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mission  with  data  on  pay,  leave,  bene¬ 
fits,  retirement  deductions,  and  other  in¬ 
formation  necessary  for  the  Commission 
to  carry  out  its  government- wide  person¬ 
nel  management  functions. 

5.  To  supply  information  to  other  fed¬ 
eral  agencies,  on  properly  authorized  re¬ 
quest,  necessary  for  the  fulfillment  of 
programs  authorized  by  statute  or  execu¬ 
tive  order. 

For  additional  routine  uses,  see  Ap¬ 
pendix  AA,  40  PiDERAL  Register  56419- 
56420,  December  2, 1975. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  re¬ 
trieving,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dis¬ 
posing  of  records:  Master  file  is  kept  on 
disc  and  magnetic  tape.  Information 
concerning  the  employee  is  retrieved 
through  the  use  of  the  individual’s 
name  and/or  Social  Security  Number. 
Information  is  reduced  to  hard  copy  in 
the  form  of  reports  and  payroll  infor¬ 
mation  and  documentation.  The  Direc¬ 


tor  of  the  computer  facility,  where  the 
system  is  located,  is  the  designated 
Treasury  oflBcial  responsible  for  the  on¬ 
site  security  of  the  data  and  the  proper 
and  timely  processing  of  the  system  and 
to  insure  that  data  is  maintained  and 
handled  in  the  computer  facility  in  such 
a  manner  that  will  guard  against  the  in¬ 
vasion  of  privacy  of  employees  as  set 
forth  in  aU  pertinent  regulations.  Dis¬ 
position  not  yet  authorized  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Archives  and  Records  Service.  A 
formal  request  is  in  progress,  proposing 
erasure  in  annual  increments  flve  years 
from  the  end  of  the  calendar  year  in 
which  the  record  was  created.  Should 
the  disposition  ultimately  approved  be 
materially  different  from  the  one  out¬ 
lined  here,  further  notice  will  be  made 
in  this  publication. 

System  manager  and  address:  Chief, 
Treasury  Employee  Data  and  Payroll  Di¬ 
vision,  Department  of  the  Treasury, 
Washington,  D.C.  20220. 

Notification,  access  and  contest  pro¬ 
cedure:  By  written  request  to  the  Bu¬ 
reau  designee  listed  below.  Requesters 
must  state  own  name,  social  security  ac¬ 
count  number,  name  of  employing  Bu¬ 
reau,  and  geographical  location  of  fa¬ 
cility  or  duty  station  to  which  assigned. 

Bureau  Designees: 

Office  of  the  Secretary.  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Management  and  Organization, 
Department  of  the  Treasury,  15th  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW,  room  4406, 
Washington,  D.C.  20220. 

Bureau  of  Alcohol.  Tobacco  and  Fire¬ 
arms.  Assistant  Director  for  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Federal  Building,  room  4212, 
1200  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20226. 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency.  Direc¬ 
tor,  Finsince  and  Administration,  490 
L’Enfant  Plaza  East  SW,  Fifth  Floor,  / 
Washington,  D.C.  20219.  '' 

U.S.  Customs  Service.  Assistant  Com¬ 
missioner  for  Administration,  1301  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue  NW,  room  3124,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20229. 

Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing.  As¬ 
sistant  Director  for  Administration,  14th 
&  C  Streets  SW,  room  113M,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 20228. 

Federal  Law  Enforcement  Training 
Center.  Assistant  Director  for  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Glynco  Facility,  Brunswick, 
Georgia  31520. 

Bureau  of  Government  Financial  Op¬ 
erations.  Assistant  Commissioner  for  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Annex  1,  room  600-E, 
Washington,  D.C.  20226. 

Internal  Revenue  Service.  Assistant 
Commissioner  (Administration),  1111 
Constitution  Avenue  NW,  room  3308, 
Washington,  D.C.  20224. 

Bureau  of  the  Mint.  Assistant  Director 
for  Administration,  Warner  Building, 
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room  942,  501  13th  Street  NW,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 20220. 

Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt.  Assistant 
Commissioner,  Engraving  and  Printing 
Annex,  room  648,  14th  &  D  Streets  SW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20226. 

U.S.  Savings  Bonds  Division.  Director 
of  Administration,  1111  20th  Street  NWn 
room  219,  Washington,  D.C.  20226. 

U.S.  Secret  Service.  Assistant  Director 
(Administration),  1800  O  Street  NW., 
room  850,  Washington,  D.C.  20223. 

Record  source  categories:  The  Process¬ 
ing  Clerk  enters  each  new  employee’s 
personnel  and  payroll  information  on  a 
copy  of  the  SF-50,  SF-52,  or  other  stand¬ 
ard  input  documents  ayd  transmits  it  to 
the  processing  data  center.  Subsequent 
personnel  or  payroll  data  is  forwarded 
in  this  manner  also. 

IPB  Doc.76-24718  Filed  8-23-76;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

DOD  ADVISORY  GROUP  ON  ELECTRON 
DEVICES 

Advisory  Committee  Meeting 

Working  Group  A  (Mainly  Microwave 
Devices)  of  the  DoD  Advisory  Group  on 
Electron  Devices  (AGED)  will  meet  in 
closed  session  at  201  Varick  Street,  New 
York,  NY  10014  on  September  21-22, 
1976. 

The  purpose  of  the  Advisory  Group  is 
to  provide  the  Director  of  Defense  Re¬ 
search  and  Engineering,  the  Director, 
Defense  Advanced  Research  Projects 
Agency  and  the  Military  Departments 
with  technical  advice  on  the  conduct  of 
economical  and  effective  research  and 
development  programs  in  the  area  of 
electron  devices. 

The  Working  Group  A  meeting  will  be 
limited  to  review  of  research  and  devel¬ 
opment  programs  which  the  Military 
Departments  propose  to  initiate  with  in¬ 
dustry,  universities  or  in  their  labora¬ 
tories.  The  microwave  area  includes  pro¬ 
grams  on  developments  and  research  re¬ 
lated  to  microwave  tubes,  solid  state 
microwave,  electronic  warfare  devices, 
millimeter  wave  devices,  and  passive  de¬ 
vices.  The  review  will  include  details  of 
classified  defense  programs  throughout. 

In  accordance  with  section  10(d)  of 
Appendix  I,  Title  5,  United  States  Code, 
it  has  been  determined  that  this  Ad¬ 
visory  Group  meeting  concerns  matters 
listed  in  section  552(b)  of  'Dtle  5  of  the 
United  States  Code,  specifically  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  thereof,  and  that  accordingly, 
this  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

Maurice  W.  Roche,  . 

Director,  Correspondence  and 

Directives  OASD  {.Comptroller). 

August  19,  1976. 

(FR  Doc.76-24768  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


DOD  ADVISORY  GROUP  ON  ELECTRON 
DEVICES 

Advisory  Committee  Meeting 

Working  Group  B  (Mainly  Low  Power 
Devices)  of  the  DoD  Advisory  Group 


NOTICES 

on  Electron  Devices  (AGED)  will  meet 
in  closed  s^slon  at  201  Varick  Street,  9th 
Floor,  New  York,  NY  10014,  on  Septem¬ 
ber  16-17, 1976. 

The  purpose  of  the  Advisory  Group  is 
to  provide  the  Director  of  Drfense  Re¬ 
search  and  Engineering,  the  Director, 
Defense  Advanced  Research  Projects 
Agency  and  the  Military  Departments 
with  technical  advice  on  the  conduct  of 
economical  and  effective  research  and 
development  programs  in  the  area  of 
electron  devices. 

The  Working  Group  B  meeting  will  be 
limited  to  review  of  research  and  devel¬ 
opment  programs  which  the  Military  De¬ 
partments  propose  to  Initiate  with  indus¬ 
try,  universities  or  in  their  laboratories. 
The  low  power  devices  area  includes  such 
programs  as  integrated  circuits,  charge 
coupled  devices  and  memories.  The  re¬ 
view  will  include  details  of  classified 
defense  programs  throughout. 

In  accordance  with  section  10(d)  of 
Appendix  I,  Title  5,  United  States  code, 
it  has  been  determined  that  this  Ad¬ 
visory  Group  meeting  concerns  matters 
listed  in  section  552(b)  of  Title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code,  specifically  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  thereof,  and  that  accordingly, 
this  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  OASD  (Comptroller) . 

August  19,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-24769  FUed  8-23-76;8;46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

COLORADO  STATE  MULTIPLE  USE  ADVI¬ 
SORY  BOARD  AND  CRAIG,  COLORADO 

DISTRICT  ADVISORY  BOARD 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Colo¬ 
rado  State  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board 
and  Craig,  Colorado  District  Advisory 
Board  will  meet  at  the  District  Office  in 
Craig,  Colorado  and  at  the  Steamboat 
Village  Inn,  Steamboat  Springs,  Colo¬ 
rado,  October  4,  5  and  6,  1976  from  8:30 
am.  to  5:00  pm. 

The  District  Board  will  meet  October  4 
at  8:30  a.m.  at  the  Craig  District  Office 
and  proceed  on  a  field  trip  to  view  various 
resource  programs  in  the  general  area  of 
Douglas  Moimtain  and  Sand  Wash,  lo¬ 
cated  northwest  of  Craig. 

Both  Boards  will  meet  together  Tues¬ 
day,  October  5  at  the  Steamboat  Village 
Inn  to  discuss  on-going  programs,  as 
well  as  a  briefing  on  the  Energy  Min¬ 
erals  Activity  Recommendation  System 
(EMARS). 

The  State  Board  will  take  a  field  trip 
on  Wednesday,  October  6  to  view  strip 
mining  operations  and  rehabilitation 
work  in  the  Craig  area. 

The  meetings  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Both  District  and  State  tours  are 
open  to  the  public.  However,  non-board 
members  must  provide  their  own  trans¬ 
portation.  Time  will  be  made  available 
from  1:00  pm.  to  2:00  pm.  October  5 
for  brief  statements  by  members  of  the 
public.  Such  statements  must  not  exceed 
ten  minutes  and  limited  in  content  to 
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suggested  topics  and  issues  for  consid¬ 
eration  by  the  Board. 

Dale  R.  Andrus, 
State  Director. 
[FR  Doc.76-24733  Filed  8-23-76:8:45  am] 


UKIAH  DISTRICT  MULTIPLE-USE 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Ukiah 
District  Multiple-Use  Advisory  Board  to 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  will 
meet  in  Garberville,  California,  October 
7-8,  1976.  Meeting  times  are  11:00  a.m. 
to  5:00  pm.  on  Thursday  and  8:00  a.m. 
to  3:00  p.m.  on  Friday. 

A  tour  of  the  King  Range  National 
Conservation  Area  (NCA)  located  west 
of  Garberville.  will  be  conducted  on  the 
first  day.  All  aspects  of  the  NCA  manage¬ 
ment  plan,  including  general  administra¬ 
tion,  forestry,  mining,  fisheries,  and  off¬ 
road  vehicle  use  will  be  open  for  discus¬ 
sion  during  the  tour.  Hie  tour,  which  will 
cover  only  the  south  end  of  the  NCA,  is 
open  to  the  public;  however,  transporta¬ 
tion  must  be  provided  by  those  wishing 
to  attend.  Off-road  vehicles  will  not  be 
required.  Initial  assembly  point  for  the 
tour  win  be  the  Sherwood  Forest  Motel 
in  Garberville.  Scheduled  departure  time 
is  11:00  am. 

The  agenda  for  the  formal  meeting  on 
Friday  will  include  -the  following  topics : 
King  Range  Management.  Ukiah  Dis¬ 
trict  Timber  Management  Program  and 
Environmental  Statement,  and  Ukiah 
District  Geothermal  Development. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  at  the  Garber¬ 
ville  Justice  Comt,  beginning  at  8:00 
a.m.,  and  will  be  open  to  the  public.  Time 
will  be  made  available  at  8:30  a.m.  and 
11:30  a.m.  on  Friday  for  brief  statements 
by  members  of  the  public.  Such  state¬ 
ments  should  be  limited  to  matters  set 
forth  in  the  agenda.  Those  wishing  to 
make  an  oral  statement  on  an  agenda 
topic  should  notify  the  Ukiah  District 
Manager  prior  to  the  meeting  days.  Any 
interested  person  or  organization  may 
file  a  written  statement  with  the  Board 
for  its  consideration.  Such  statements 
may  be  submitted  at  the  meeting  or 
mailed  to  the  Ukiah  District  Manager. 

Dated:  August  11, 1976. 

Melvin  D.  Clausen, 
District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.76-24734  Filed  8-23-76:8:45  am] 


National  Park  Service 
[Order  No.  4] 

CUMBERLAND  GAP  NATIONAL 
HISTORICAL  PARK.  KENTUCKY 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Section  1.  Administrative  Officer.  The 
Administrative  Officer  may  execute  and 
approve  contracts  not  in  excess  of 
$10,000,  for  supplies,  equipment,  or  serv¬ 
ices  in  conformity  with  applicable  regula¬ 
tions  and  statutory  authority  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  availability  of  appropriated 
funds. 
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Section  2.  Re-Delegation.  The  au¬ 
thority  delegated  in  this  Order  Number 
4  may  not  be  redelegated. 

Section  3.  Revocation.  This  cu'der 
supersedes  Order  No.  3,  dated  July  28, 
1975  and  published  in  40  FJEl.  55371,  No¬ 
vember  28,  1975. 

(National  Park  Service  Order  No.  77 
(38  F.R.  7478),  as  amended;  Southeast 
Region  Order  No.  5  (37  FH.  7721),  as 
amended.) 

Dated:  June  9, 1976. 

Albert  A.  Hawkins, 
Superintendent,  Cumberland  Gap 
National  Historical  Park. 

[FR  Doc.76-24762  FUed  8-23-76;8:45  am] 


National  Park  Service 

NATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC 
PLACES 

Notification  of  Pending  Nominations 

Nominations  for  the  following  pn^r- 
ties  being  considered  for  listing  in  the 
National  Register  were  received  by  the 
National  Park  Service  before  August  13, 
1976.  Pursuant  to  §  60.13(a)  of  36  CFR 
Part  60,  publMied  in  final  form  on  Jan¬ 
uary  9, 1976,  written  comments  concern¬ 
ing  the  significance  of  these  properties 
under  the  National  Register  criteria  for 
evaluation  may  be  forwarded  to  the 
Keeper  of  the  National  Register,  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 
Written  ccxnments  or  a  request  for  addi¬ 
tional  time  to  prepare  comments  should 
be  submitted  by  (10  days  after  publica¬ 
tion. 

Rex  L.  Wilson, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Archeol¬ 
ogy  and  Historic  Preservation. 

ALABAMA 

Dallas  County 

Selma  vicinity,  Carlowville,  17  m.  S  of  Selma 
on  AL  89. 

Jackson  County 

Stevenson,  Fort  Barker,  S  of  Railroad  Depot. 
Lauderdale  County 

Florence,  Walnut  Street  Neighborhood  His¬ 
toric  District,  N.  Walnut  St.  between  Her¬ 
mitage  and  Tuscaloosa. 

DELAWARE 

New  Castle  County 

Wilmington,  Delaware  Avenue  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict,  Delaware  Ave.  from  N.  Harrison  to  N. 
Broom  Sts.  (both  sides) . 

KANSAS 

Chase  County  ' 

Clements  vicinity,  Clements  Stone  Arch 
Bridge,  0.6  ml.  SE  of  Clements  on  Cotton¬ 
wood  River. 

Elmdale  vicinity.  Flattop  Quarry  Site 
( 14CS2) ,  S  of  Elmdale. 

Cherokee  County 

Baxter  Springs,  Johnston  Library.  210  W. 
10th  St. 
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Clark  County 

Ashland  vicinity.  Bear  Creek  Dedoubt,  N  of 
Ashland. 

Ashland  vicinity,  Cimarron  Redoubt,  S  of 
Ashland. 

Crawford  County 

Olrard.  Wayland,  Julius  A.,  House,  721  N. 
Summit. 

Hamilton  County 

Syracuse  vicinity,  Fort  Aubrey  Site.  E  of 
Syracvise. 

Leavenworth  County 

Easton  vicinity,  Biehler  Barn.  2.5  ml.  N  of 
Easton. 

McPherson  County 

McPherson,  McPherson  County  Courthouse, 
Maple  and  Kansas  Aves. 

Mitchell  County 

Beloit,  Perdue,  C.  A.,  House,  422  W.  8th  St. 

Olen  Elder,  Norris,  E.  W.,  Service  Station. 
Market  and  Main  Sts. 

Montgomery  County 

Coffeyvllle,  Brown.  W.  P.,  Mansion.  S.  Walnut 
and  Eldridge  Sts. 

Ness  County 

Beeler  vicinity.  Carver,  George  Washington, 
Homestead  Site,  1.5  mi.  S  of  Beeler. 

Pawnee  County 

Rozel  vicinity,  Meckfessel  Archeological  Site 
(14PA363) .  E  of  Rozel. 

■  Rozel  vicinity,  Witcher  Archeological  Site 
{14PA411 ) ,  E  of  Rozel. 

Russell  County 

Lucas,  Garden  of  Eden,  2nd  St.  and  Kansas 
Ave. 

Sedgwick  County 

Wichita,  Hillside  Cottage,  303  Circle  Dr. 

Thomas  County 

Colby,  Thomas  County  Courthouse,  300  N. 
Court. 

Wallace  County 

Weskan  vicinity.  Goose  Creek  Tipi  Ring  Site 
(14WC401),  N  of  Weskan. 

MICHIGAN 

Keweenaw  County 

Isle  Royale  National  Park,  Edisen  Fishery, 
Rock  Harbor. 

NEW  YORK 

Oswego  County 

Oswego,  V.S.  Customhouse,  W.  Oneida  St., 
between  1st  and  2nd  Sts. 

Warren  County 

Chestertown,  Chestertown  Historic  District, 
Canada  Dr. 

Westchester  County 

Rye,  Ward,  William  E.,  House,  Comly  Ave. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Stutsman  County 

Jamestown,  Stutsman  County  Courthouse 
and  Sheriff’s  Residence/Jail,  604  3rd  Ave., 
SE. 

OKLAHOMA 

Oklahoma  City,  Capitoi-Lincoln  Terrace  His¬ 
toric  District,  Irregular  pattern  within 
13th,  23rd,  Lincoln  Blvd.  and  Kelley  Ave. 


REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  165— TUESDAY,  AUGUST 


TENNESSEE 

Dyer  County 

Dyersburg,  Dyersburg  Sanitarium,  124 
McGaughey. 

Franklin  County 

Winchester  vicinity.  Gray.  Isaac.  House, 
SW  of  Winchester  off  U.S.  64. 

TEXAS 

Bexar  County 

San  Antonio,  Bexar  County  Courthouse, 
Main  Plaza. 

UTAH 

Daggett  County 

Bridgeport  vicinity.  Parson,  Dr.  John. 
Cabin  Complex,  W  of  Bridgeport. 

(PR  Doc.76-24479  PUed  8-23-76:8:46  am] 


NORTH  ATLANTIC  REGION  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act — ^Ehiblic  Law  92-463,  that  a  meeting 
of  the  North  Atlantic  Committee  will  be 
held  at  2:00  p.m.,  EDT  on  September  20, 
1976  through  approximately  12:00  noon 
EDT  on  September  22,  1976  at  Acadia 
National  Park,  Bar  Harbor  Motor  Inn, 
Bar  Harbor,  Maine. 

The  purpose  of  the  Committee  is  to 
provide  for  the  free  exchange  of  ideas 
between  the  National  Park  Service  and 
the  public,  and  to  facilitate  the  solici¬ 
tation  of  advice  or  other  counsel  from 
members  of  the  public  on  problems  and 
programs  pertinent  to  the  North  At¬ 
lantic  Region. 

The  members  of  the  Committee  are  as 
follows: 

Mr.  John  Cole,  Brunswick,  Maine. 

Mrs.  Antoinette  Dowmlng,  Providence,  Rhode 
Island. 

Ms.  Arthur  Fenske,  Oreen  Village,  New 
Jersey. 

Dr.  Charles  H.  W.  Foster,  Needham,  Massa¬ 
chusetts. 

Mr.  George  T.  Hamilton,  Dover.  New  Hamp¬ 
shire. 

Mr.  John  Keith,  Hartsdale,  New  York.  , 
Mr.  Frederick  Mlcha,  Ontario.  New  York. 

Mr.  William  Nlerlng,  Gales  Perry,  Connecti¬ 
cut. 

Mr.  William  Pinney,  Charlotte,  Vermont. 

Matters  to  be  discussed  at  this  meet¬ 
ing  include: 

1.  Briefing  on  current  activities  in  the 
North  Atlantic  Region 

2.  Fire  Island  National  Seashore  Mas¬ 
ter  Plan 

3.  Gateway  National  Recreation  Area 
Development  Plan 

4.  National  Park  Service  planning  pro¬ 
cedure  and  public  participation  policy 

5.  Transportation  systems 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  approxi¬ 
mately  2:00  p.m.,  September  20,  1976, 
at  Bar  Harbor  Motor  Inn,  Bar  Harbor, 
Maine.  The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Any  member  of  the  public  may 
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file  with  the  Committee  a  written  state* 
ment  concerning  the  matters  to  be  dis¬ 
cussed. 

The  group  will  tour  the  Mt.  Desert  por¬ 
tion  of  Acadia  National  Park  beginning 
at  the  Bar  Harbor  Motor  Inn,  Bar  Har¬ 
bor,  Maine  at  8:00  a.m.  September  22, 
1976  and  returning  to  the  motel  at  ap¬ 
proximately  12:00  noon.  There  may  be 
extra  seats  on  the  bus  that  will  be  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public  on  a  first  come  basis, 
others  are  welcome  to  accompany  the 
tour  in  their  own  transportation. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  this  meeting,  or  who  wish  to 
submit  written  statements,  may  contact 
John  C.  Raftery,  Assistant  to  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  North  Atlantic  Regional 
Office  at  617-223-2892.  Minutes  of  the 
meeting  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  approximately  four  weeks  after 
the  meeting  at  the  office  of  the  North 
Atlantic  Region,  150  Causeway  Street, 
Boston,  Massachusetts,  02114. 

Dated:  August  11, 1976. 

Denis  P.  Galvin, 
Acting  Regional  Director. 

[FR  Doc.76-24763  PUed  8-23-76,8:46  am) 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

COMMITTEE  ON  FUTURE  ENERGY  PROS¬ 
PECTS;  NATIONAL  PETROLEUM  COUN¬ 
CIL 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  meeting: 

The  National  Petroleum  Council’s 
Committee  on  Future  Energy  Prospects 
will  meet  on  September  10,  1976,  at 
10:30  am.,  in  the  Arena  Three  Room  of 
the  Sheraton  Inn,  3535  Quebec  Street, 
Denver,  Colorado. 

The  agenda  includes  the  following 
items  for  review  and  discussion: 

1.  Process  of  development  of  study 
topic  papers. 

2.  Timetable  for  completion  of  study 
topic  papers. 

3.  Any  other  matters  pertinent  to  the 
overall  assignment  of  the  Committee  on 
Future  Energy  Prospects. 

Hie  purpose  of  the  National  Petro¬ 
leum  Council  is  to  provide  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior,  upon  request,  advice. 
Information,  and  recommendations  upon 
any  matter  relating  to  petroleiun  or  the 
petroleum  industry. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
to  the  extent  that  space  and  facilities 
permit.  Any  member  of  the  public  may 
file  a  written  statement  with  the  Council 
eiUier  before  or  after  the  meeting.  In¬ 
terested  persons  who  wish  to  speak  at 
the  meeting  must  apply  to  the  Council 
and  obtain  approval  in  accordance  with 
its  established  procedmes. 

Further  information  about  the  meet¬ 
ing  may  be  obtained  from  Ben  Tafoya, 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary-Energy 
and  Minerals,  Department  of  the  In¬ 


terior,  Washington,  D.C.  (telephone: 
343-6226). 

Dated:  August  19, 1976. 

Robert  L.  Presley,  . 
Staff  Assistant-Emergency  Pre¬ 
paredness,  Office  of  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary-Energy  and 
Minerals. 

IPR  Doc.76-24764  Piled  8-23-76;8:46  am) 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

(INT  DBS  76-32) 

PACIFIC  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental  State¬ 
ment;  Proposed  500  KV  Powerline,  Mid¬ 
point,  Idaho-Medford,  Oregon 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  an  environmental  statement  for 
a  proposed  500  KV  powerline  between 
Midpoint,  Idaho,  and  Medford,  Oregon, 
and  invited  your  written  ccanments  with¬ 
in  45  days  of  this  notice. 

The  proposal  involves  construction, 
operation,  and  maintenance  of  a  500 
KV  electric  transmission  line  'between 
the  Midpoint,  Idaho,  substation  and  a 
new  substation  to  be  constructed  north¬ 
east  of  Medford,  Oregon. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Office  of  Information,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Interior  Building,  18th  and 
C  Streets  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20240, 
Telephone:  (202)  343-4161. 

Idaho  State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  Room  398  Federal  Building,  660 
West  Port  Street,  Boise,  Idaho  83724,  Tele¬ 
phone:  (208)  342-2711  Ext.  2291. 

Oregon  State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  Room  100,  729  N.E.  Oregon 
Street,  Portland,  Oregon  97208,  Telephone: 
(603)  234-3361,  Ext.  4024. 

Boise  District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  230  Collins  Road,  Bmse,  Idaho 
83702,  Telephone:  (208  )  342-2711  Ext. 

2682. 

Shoshone  District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  400  West  *‘F”  Street,  Sho¬ 
shone,  Idcdio  83362,  Telephone:  (208  )  886- 
2208. 

Lakeview  District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  367  North  "L”  Street,  Lake- 
view,  Oregon  97630,  Telephone:  (603  )  947- 
2177. 

Vale  District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  366  “A”  Street  West,  Vale,  Oregon 
97918,  Telephone:  (603  )  473-3144. 
Region  VI  Information  Office,  UB.FB.,  319 
S.W.  Pine,  Portland,  Oregon  97208,  Tele¬ 
phone:  (603)  221-2877. 

Bums  District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  74  S.  Alvord  Street,  Bums,  Oregon 
97720,  Telephone:  (603)  673-2071. 

Medford  District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  310  W.  6th  Street,  Medford, 
Oregon  97601, Telephone:  (603)  799-2361. 
Fremont  National  Forest,  34  "D”  Street  N., 
Lakeview.  Oregon  97630,  Telephone:  (603) 
947-2161. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Idaho  and  Oregon 


State  Directors.  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  and  the  Office  of  Public  Affairs, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20240. 

Notice  is  also  given  that  public  hear¬ 
ings  on  the  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment  will  be  held  at  the  following  loca¬ 
tions: 

Courtroom,  Federal  Building,  310  West  6th 
Street.  Medford,  Oregon,  9:00  a.m.  on  Sept. 
27,  1976. 

Mills  Auditorium,  E.  Main  and  Orchard  Ave¬ 
nue,  Klamath  Falls,  Oregon,  9:30  am.  on 
Sept.  30.  1976. 

Citizens  Center,  11  North  O.,  Lakeview,  Ore¬ 
gon,  9:00  a.m.  on  Sept.  29,  1976. 

Rodeway  Inn,  29th  and  Chinden,  Boise, 
Idaho,  9:00  a.m.  on  Oct.  6,  1976. 

Oral  testimony  of  a  10-minute  maxi¬ 
mum  duration  will  be  accepted  from  each 
witness  at  the  hearings  in  lieu  of  written 
comments  or  in  addition  to  any  written 
comments  submitted  by  such  witness. 
The  10-minute  time  limit  will  be  strictly 
enforced.  Complete  text  of  prepared  testi¬ 
mony  may  be  filed  with  the  presiding 
officer  at  the  hearing  whether  or  not  the 
spieaker  has  been  able  to  finish  with  oral 
delivery  in  the  allotted  10  minutes. 

Written  requests  to  testify  orally 
should  be  filed  as  follows; 

Medford  Hearing — District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  at  the 
above  address  prior  to  close  of  business 
of  September  23, 1976. 

Lakeview  and  Klamath  Falls  Hear¬ 
ings — District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Lakeview,  Oregon,  at  the 
above  address  nrlor  to  close  of  business 
of  September  27,  1976. 

Boise  Hearing — ^Tdaho  State  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  at  the 
above  address  prior  to  close  of  business 
on  October  4, 1976. 

Requests  to  present  testimony  should 
be  signed  by  the  prospective  witness  and 
should  state  the  approximate  time  pref¬ 
erence  for  giving  oral  testimony.  The 
cutoff  dates  are  necessary  so  that  a  wit¬ 
ness  list  can  be  made  available  on  the 
day  before  the  public  hearings. 

Speakers  will  be  heard,  if  present,  in 
their  established  order  of  precedence. 
After  the  last  listed  witness  present  has 
been  heard,  the  presiding  officer  will  con¬ 
sider  the  request  of  any  other  person 
present  and  wishing  to  testify.  The  pre¬ 
siding  officer  may  continue  the  hearing 
into  a  subsequent  session  if  necessary  to 
hear  all  prospective  witnesses.  Only  one 
witness  will  be  allowed  to  represent  the 
viewpoints  of  a  single  organization.  How¬ 
ever,  any  witness  will  be  permitted  to  give 
germane  testimony  if  offered  as  the  views 
or  opinion  of  a  private  citizen. 

Dated:  August  20, 1976. 

Stanley  D.  Doremts, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 

of  the  Interior. 
|FR  Doc.76-24877  FUed  8-23-76;8:45  am) 
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Office  of  the  Secretary 

(INT  FES  76-451 

SHERWOOD  URANIUM  PROJECT  ON  THE 
SPOKANE  INDIAN  RESERVATION 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (c)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  for  i^roval  of  a  lease  between  the 
Spokane  Tribe  of  Indians  and  Western 
Nuclear.  Inc.  The  environmental  impacts 
of  developing  a  uranium  mine  and  proc¬ 
essing  facilities  on  a  1,222  acre  lease  of 
the  Spokane  Indian  Reservation  near 
Wellpinlt,  Washington  are  presented. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  Environmental 
Quality  Services,  Boom  4554,  Department 
of  ttie  Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20345. 
Telephone  (302  )  343-8348. 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  Portland  Area  Of¬ 
fice,  Boom  409,  Loyd  Plaza,  1425  N.E.  Irving 
Street,  PcHlland,  Oregon  97232.  Telephone 
(503)  234-3361  Ext.  4257. 

Bureau  of  Indl'.n  Affairs,  Spokane  Indian 
Agency,  WeUplnlt,  Washington  99040.  Tele¬ 
phone  (509)  258-4561. 

Single  copies  of  the  final  statement 
may  be  obtained  ulthout  cost  from  the 
Portland  Area  Office.  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs.  Room  409,  Loyd  Plaza.  1425  NE. 
Irving  Street,  Portland,  Oregon  97232. 

Dated:  August  19, 1976. 

'  Stanley  D.  DoEEinrs. 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

IFB  Doc.76-24712  Filed  8  23-76:8:45  amj 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
GRAIN  STANDARDS 
Nebraska  Grain  Inspection  Point 

Statement  of  Considerations.  The 
Hastings  Grain  Inspectkxi,  Inc.,  Hast¬ 
ings,  Nebraska,  is  designate  to  (^^erate 
as  an  official  inspection  agency  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  7 
(f)  of  the  U£.  Grain  Standards  Act  (7 
tT.S.C.  79(f)).  The  Hastings  Grain  In¬ 
spection,  Inc.,  has  been  providing  official 
inspectkm  service  for  approximately  42 
years  at  Hastings  and  Chwnd  Island, 
Nebraska,  as  designated  inspection 
points  and  for  approximately  1  year  at 
Kearney,  Nebraska,  as  a  designated  in¬ 
spection  point.  The  Hastings  Grain  In- 
'  flection,  Inc.,  has  also  been  providing 
official  sampling  service  for  approxi¬ 
mately  41  years  at  Kearney,  Nebraska, 
and  for  approximately  20  years  at  Ogal- 
lala,  Nebraska.  A  designated  inspection 
point  is  defined  as  a  city,  town,  or  other 
location  assigned  under  the  regulations 
to  an  official  inspection  agency  for  the 
conduct  of  official  inspections,  and  with¬ 
in  which  the  official  inspection  agency,  or 
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one  or  more  of  its  licensed  inspectors  is 
located  (7  CFR  26.1(b)  (13) ). 

The  Hastings  Grain  Inspection,  Inc., 
now  plans  to  locate  (me  or  more  of  its 
licensed  grain  inspectors  at  Ogallala, 
Nebraska,  and  has  requested  that  its  as¬ 
signment  of  inspection  points  be 
amended  in  accordance  with  section  26.99 
(b)  of  the  regulations  (7  CTR  26.99(b)) 
to  add  Ogallala,  Nebraska,  as  a  desig¬ 
nated  inspection  point. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service  has  imder 
consideration  the  request  from  the  Hast¬ 
ings  Grain  Inspection,  Inc.,  to  add  Ogal¬ 
lala,  Nebraska,  as  a  designated  Inspec- 
tkm  point  under  the  UJS.  Grain  Stand¬ 
ards  Act. 

Opportunity  is  hereby  afforded  all  in¬ 
terested  persons  to  submit  written  views 
and  comments  with  respect  to  this  mat¬ 
ter  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250.  All  material  submitted  should  be 
in  duplicate  and  mailed  to  the  Hearing 
Clerk  not  later  than  September  20,  1976. 
All  materials  submitted  pursuant  to  this 
notice  will  be  made  available  for  public 
inspecticm  at  the  Office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  during  regular  business  hours  (7 
cm  1.27(b)).  Consideration  will  be 
given  to  the  views  and  comments  so  filed 
with  the  Hearing  derk  and  to  all  other 
information  available  to  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  before  final 
determination  is  made  adth  respect  to 
this  matter. 

Done  in  Washingtcm,  D.C.,  on  August 
19.  1976. 

William  T.  M»nley, 
Acting  Administrator. 

(PB  Doc.76-24794  Piled  8-23-76;  8: 45  amJ 


Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  GRAINS— 
WHEAT,  FEED  SRAINS  AND  SOYBEANS 

Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463.  notice 
Is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  Grains — Wheat, 
Feed  Grains  and  Soybeans.  TMs  meeting 
will  be  held  on  September  lA-17,  1976, 
starting  at  9  a.m.,  in  Room  218-A  of  the 
Administration  Building,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture.  The  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Grains  will  meet  jointly  with 
the  National  Cotton  Advisory  Committee. 

This  meeting  will  be  to  discuss  the 
current  domestic  and  foreign  supply-de¬ 
mand  situation  and  the  1977  program 
outlook.  The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Any  member  of  the  public  may 
file  a  written  statement  with  the  com¬ 
mittee  before  or  within  one  week  follow¬ 
ing  the  meeting. 

The  names  of  the  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  agenda,  summary  of  the  meeting 
and  other  information  pertaining  to  the 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Kenneth 
fT.  Benjamin,  Director,  Grains,  Oilseeds 
and  Cotton  Division,  ASCS,  U.S.  Depart¬ 


ment  of  Agriculture,  Ro<Mn  3741-S. 
Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  August 
18. 1976. 

Kenneth  Benjamin, 
Executive  Secretary.  Advisory 
Committee  on  Grain s — 
Wheat,  Feed  Grains  &  Soy~ 
beans. 

(PB  Doc.76-24777  Filed  8-23-76:8:45  ami 


NATIONAL  COTTON  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
National  Cotton  Advisory  Committee. 
This  meeting  will  be  held  on  September 
16-17,  1976,  starting  at  9  a.m.,  in  Room 
218-A  of  the  Administration  Building, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture.  The 
Cotton  Advisory  Committee  will  meet 
jointly  with  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Grains — Wheat,  Feed  Grains  and  Soy¬ 
beans. 

This  meeting  will  be  to  discuss  the 
current  domestic  and  foreign  supply- 
demand  situation  and  the  1977  program 
outlook.  The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Any  member  of  the  public  may 
file  a  written  statement  with  the  com¬ 
mittee  before  or  within  one  week  blow¬ 
ing  the  meeting. 

The  names  of  the  members  of  the 
committee,  agenda,  summary  of  the 
meeting  and  other  informaticm  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  meeting  may  be  obtained  from 
Kenneth  T.  Benjamin.  Director.  Grains, 
Oilseeds  and  Cotton  Division,  ASCS,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture.  Room  3741- 
S,  Washington.  D.C.  20250. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  August 
18, 1976. 

Kenneth  Benjamin, 
Executive  Secretary.  National 
Cotton  Advisory  Committee. 

(FB  Doc.76-24776  Filed  8-23-76:8:45  ami 


Forest  Service 

KARTA  UNIT  MANAGEMENT  PLAN 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  stat^ent  for  Karta  Unit 
Management  Plan,  USDA-FS-R-10- 
DES(Adm)  76-05. 

This  envrionmental  statement  pro¬ 
poses  six  alternatives  for  the  future 
management  of  Tongass  National  For¬ 
est  land  in  the  Karta-Big  Salt  area. 
Following  review  and  comment  on  this 
statement,  a  management  plan  will  be 
selected  and  stated  in  a  Final  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  the  CEQ  on  Au¬ 
gust  18,  1976. 


FEDCRAl  REGISTER,  VOL  4T,  NO.  t«5— TUESDAY,  AUGUST  34,  1976 


NOTICES 


35739 


Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

nSDA,  Forest  Service;  South  Agriculture 
Bldg^  Room  8231,  12th  Street  &  Independ¬ 
ence  Ave.  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  28260. 
nSDA,  Forest  Service,  Alaska  Region,  Federal 
Office  BuUdlng,  Juneau,  Alaska  99802.. 
Forest  Supervisor,  Chugach  National  Forest, 
121  W.  Firewood  Lane,  Suite  205,  Anchor¬ 
age,  Alaska  99603. 

Forest  Supervisor,  Chatham  Area,  Tongass 
National  Forest,  Federal  Building,  Sitka, 
Alaska  99835. 

Forest  Supervisor,  Ketchikan  Area,  Tongass 
National  Forest,  Federal  Building,  Room 
313,  Ketchikan,  Alaska  99901. 

Forest  Supervisor,  Stlklne  Area,  Tongass  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  Federal  Building,  Petersburg, 
Alaska  99833. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  James  S.  Wat¬ 
son,  Forest  Supervisor,  Box  2278,  Ketchi¬ 
kan,  AK  99901. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
CEQ  guidelines. 

Comments  are  invited  from  the  public, 
and  from  state  and  local  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce 
environmental  standards,  and  from 
Federal  agencies  having  jurisdiction  by 
law  or  special  expertise  with  respect  to 
any  environment^  impact  involved  for 
which  comments  have  not  been  requested 
specifically. 

Comments,  concerning  the  proposed 
action  and  requests  for  additionsd  in¬ 
formation  should  be  addressed  to  James 
S.  Watson,  Forest  Supervisor,  Box  2278, 
Ketchikan,  AK  99901. 

Comments  must  be  received  by  October 
17,  1976  in  order  to  be  considered  in  the 
preparation  of  the  final  environmental 
statement. 

Dated:  August  18, 1976. 

Carl  W.  Swanson, 
Regional  Environmental  Coor¬ 
dinator,  Alaska  Region. 
[PR  Doc.76-24740  Filed  8-23-76;8:45  amj 


Forest  Service 

PROPOSED  LAND  USE  PLAN.  ELK  RIVER 
PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Ekivironmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Proposed 
Land  Use  Plan  for  Elk  River  Planning 
Unit,  Forest  Service  Report  Number 
USDA-FS-Rl(05)-DES-Adm  76-21. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  proposed  revision  of  the  Multiple 
Use  Plan  for  the  Elk  River  Planning  Unit, 
Palouse  Ranger  District,  St.  Joe  National 
Forest. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  August  16, 
1976. 


Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

U8DA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12th  St.  St  Independence 
Ave.,  S.W.,  Washington,  DC  20260. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Northern  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Missoula,  MT  59801. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Clearwater  National 
Forest,  Rt.  4  Ahsabka  Road,  Orofino,  ID 
83544 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Paloxise  Ranger  Dis¬ 
trict,  Rt.  2,  Box  4,  Potlatch,  ID  83866. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  Kenneth  P.  Norman,  Clearwater 
National  Forest,  Rt.  4,  Ahsahka  Road, 
Orofino,  Idaho  83544. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  CEQ 
guidelines. 

Comments  are  invited  from  the  public, 
and  from  State  and  local  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develop  smd  enforce 
environmental  standards,  and  from  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  having  Jurisdiction  by  law 
or  special  expertise  with  respect  to  any 
enviiunmental  impact  involved  for  which 
comments  have  not  been  requested  spe¬ 
cifically. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  and  requests  for  additional  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  Forest 
Supervisor  Kenneth  P.  Normaoi,  Clear¬ 
water  National  Forest,  Rt.  4,  Ahsahka 
Road,  Orofino,  Idaho  83544.  Comments 
must  be  received  by  October  15,  1976,  in 
order  to  be  considered  in  the  preparation 
of  the  final  environmental  statement. 

Dated:  August  16, 1976. 

Warren  O.  Davies, 

Acting  Regional  Forester, 
Northern  Region,  Forest  Service. 
[FR  DOC.7&-24691  Filed  8-23-76;8:45  am] 


RANCHERIA  MANAGEMENT  UNIT— SI¬ 
ERRA  NATIONAL  FOREST;  LAND  USE 
PLAN 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Land  Use 
Plan,  Rancheria  Management  Unit,  Sier¬ 
ra  National  Forest,  California,  USDA- 
FS-R5-DES  ( Adm )  -76-04, 

The  environmental  statement  concerns 
a  proposed  land  use  management  plan 
for  the  13,540  acres  of  National  Forest 
lands  known  as  the  Rancheria  Manage¬ 
ment  Unit  of  the  Sierra  National  Forest, 
in  Fresno  County,  California.  Iliese 
lands  contain  no  new  wilderness  study 
areas  or  inventoried  roadless  areas. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  the  Coimcil  on  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Quality  (CEQ)  on  August  17, 
1976. 


Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12th  St.  &  Independence 
Ave.,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20260. 
Regional  Forester,  U.S.  Forest  Service,  Room 
629,  630  Sansome  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California  94111. 

.Forest  Supervisor’s  Office,  Sierra  National 
Forest,  1130  “O”  Street,  Fresno,  California 
93721. 

Forest  Service,  District  Ranger,  Trimmer 
Route,  Sanger,  California  93657. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available,  upon  request,  from  Forest 
Supervisor  Sotero  Muniz,  Sierra  National 
Forest,  1130  “O”  Street,  Fresno,  Cal¬ 
ifornia  93721. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  CEQ 
guidelines. 

Comments  are  invited  from  the  public, 
and  from  State  and  local  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce 
environmental  standards,  and  from  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  having  jurisdiction  by  law 
or  special  expertise  with  respect  to  any 
environmental  effect  for  which  com¬ 
ments  have  not  been  specifically  re¬ 
quested. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action,  and  requests  for  additional  in¬ 
formation  should  be  addressed  to  For¬ 
est  Supervisor  Sotero  Muniz,  Sierra  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  1130  “O”  Street,  Fresno, 
California  93721.  Comments  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  within  60  days  after  transmittal 
to  CEQ  in  order  to  be  considered  in  the 
preparation  of  the  final  environmental 
statement. 

T.  W.  Koskella, 
Deputy  Regional  Forester. 

August  17,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-24730  FUed  8-23-76;8:46  am] 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 
TENNESSEE  TELEPHONE  CO. 

Proposed  Loan  Guarantee 

Under  the  authority  of  Public  Law 
93-32  (87  Stat.  65)  and  in  conformance 
with  applicable  agency  policies  and  pro¬ 
cedures  as  set  forth  in  REA  Bulletin  320- 
22,  “Guarantee  of  Loans  for  Telephone 
Facilities,”  dated  February  4,  1975,  pub¬ 
lished  in  proposed  form  in  the  Federal 
Register,  September  16,  1974  (Vol.  39 
No.  180,  pages  33228^33229)  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Administrator  of 
REA  will  consider  providing  a  guarantee 
supported  by  the  full  faith  and  credit  of 
the  United  States  of  America  for  a  loan 
in  the  approximate  amount  of  $12,258,- 
000  to  Tennessee  Telephone  CMnpany, 
Mt.  Juliet,  Tennessee.  The  loan  funds 
will  be  us^  to  finance  the  construction 
of  facilities  to  extend  telephone  service 
to  new  subscribers,  and  Improve  tele¬ 
phone  service  for  existing  subscribers. 

Legally  organized  lending  agencies  ca¬ 
pable  of  making,  holding  and  servicing 
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the  loan  pr(HX)sed  to  be  guaranteed  may 
obtain  information  and  details  of  the 
proposed  project  from  Mr.  Eugene  E. 
Morris,  President,  Tennessee  Telephone 
Company,  c/o  320  Cedar  Bluff  Road, 
Knoxville,  Tennessee  37917. 

To  assiire  consideration,  proposals 
must  be  submitted  within  30  days  of  the 
date  of  this  notice  to  Mr.  Morris.  The 
right  is  reserved  to  give  such  considera¬ 
tion  and  make  such  evaluation  or  other 
disposition  of  all  proposals  received,  as 
the  Tennessee  Telephone  Company  and 
REA  deem  appropriate.  Prospective  lend¬ 
ers  are  advisi^  that  financing  for  this 
project  is  available  from  the  Federal  Fi¬ 
nancing  Bank  under  a  standing  loan 
commitmMit  agreement  with  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration. 

Copies  of  REA  Bulletin  320-22  are 
available  frcmi  the  Director,  Information 
Services  Divisicm,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

Dated  at  Washingt<«i,  D.C.,  this  12th 
day  of  August,  1976. 

David  H.  Askegaard, 

Acting  Administrator,  Rural 
Electrification  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.76-24676  FUed  8-23-76;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

MATERIAL  PREPARATION  SUBCOMMITTEE 

OF  THE  SEMICONDUCTOR  MANUFAC¬ 
TURING  AND  TEST  EQUIPMENT  TECH¬ 
NICAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Partially  Closed  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
App.  I  (Supp.  TV,  1974) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Material 
Preparation  Subcommitee  of  the  Semi¬ 
conductor  Manufacturing  and  Test 
Equipment  Technical  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  will  be  held  on  Thursday,  September 
16,  1976  at  9:00  a.m.  in  Room  1851,  Main 
Commerce  Building.  14th  and  Constitu¬ 
tion  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Semiconductor  Manufacturing 
and  Test  Equipment  Technical  Advisory 
Committee  was  initially  established  on 
January  3,  1973.  On  December  20,  1974, 
the  Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Ad- 
•  ministration  approved  the  recharter  and 
extension  of  the  Committee  for  two  addi¬ 
tional  years,  pursuant  to  Section  5(c)  (1) 
of  the  Export  Administration  Act  of  1969, 
as  amended,  50  U.S.C.  App.  Sec.  2404(c) 
(1)  and  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act.  The  Material  Preparation  Subcom¬ 
mittee  of  the  Semiconductor  Manufac¬ 
turing  and  Test  Equipment  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  was  established  on 
March  3,  1976,  by  the  Director,  OfiSce  of 
Export  Administration,  pursuant  to  the 
charter  of  the  Committee. 

The  Ccanmlttee  advises  the  OflBce  of 
Expmi;  Administration,  Bureau  of  East- 
West  Trade,  with  respect  to  questions  in¬ 
volving  technical  matters,  world-wide 
availability  and  actual  utilizatkm  of  pro¬ 
duction  and  technology,  and  licensing 


procedures  which  may  affect  the  level  of 
export  controls  applicable  to  semicon¬ 
ductor  manufacturing  and  test  equip¬ 
ment,  including  technical  data  relate 
thn'eto,  and  including  those  whose  ex¬ 
port  is  subject  to  multilateral  (COCO'  ') 
controls.  The  Material  Preparation  Sub¬ 
committee  was  formed  to  provide  advice 
to  the  Committee  with  respect  to  methods 
and  equipment  used  for  the  preparation 
of  semiconductor  materials. 

The  Subcommittee  meeting  agenda  has 
five  parts: 

General  Session 

(1)  Opening  remarks  by  the  Subcommit¬ 
tee's  Acting  Chairman. 

(2)  Presentation  of  papers  or  comments 
by  the  public. 

(3)  Report  on  activities  since  the  last 
Subcommittee  Meeting — each  member'. 

(4)  Statement  of  future  activities  and 
schedule  for  actions. 

Executive  Session 

(5)  Discussion  of  matters  properly  classi¬ 
fied  under  Executive  Order  11652,  dealing 
Tvdth  the  tr.S.  and  COCOM  control  program 
and  strategic  criteria  related  thereto. 

The  General  Session  of  the  meeting  is 
open  to  the  public,  at  which  a  limited 
number  of  seats  will  be  available.  To  the 
extent  time  permits  members  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  may  present  oral  statements  to  the 
Subcommittee.  Written  statements  may 
be  submitted  at  any  time  before  or  after 
the  meeting. 

With  respect  to  agenda  item  (5) .  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Ad¬ 
ministration,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
delegate  of  the  General  Counsel,  formally 
determined  on  November  25,  1975,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  10(d)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  that  the  matters 
to  be  discussed  in  the  Executive  Session 
should  be  exempt  from  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  relating  to  open  meetings  and 
public  participation  therein,  because  the 
Executive  Session  will  be  concerned  with 
matters  listed  in  5  UB.C.  552(b)  (1),  i.e., 
it  is  specifically  required  by  Executive 
Order  11652  that  they  be  kept  confiden¬ 
tial  in  the  interest  of  the  national  secu¬ 
rity.  All  materials  to  be  reviewed  and  dis¬ 
cussed  by  the  Committee  during  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Session  of  the  meeting  have  been 
properly  classified  under  the  Executive 
Order.  All  CcMnmittee  members  have  ap¬ 
propriate  security  clearances. 

Copies  of  the  minutes  of  the  open  por¬ 
tion  of  the  meeting  will  be  available 
upon  written  request  addressed  to  the 
Freedom  of  Information  OflScer,  Room 
3100,  Domestic  and  International  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

For  further  information,  contact  Mr. 
Charles  C.  Swanson,  Director,  Opera¬ 
tions  Division.  OfiBce  of  Export  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Domestic  and  Interna¬ 
tional  Business  Administratlcm,  Room 
1617M.  UB.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230,  telephone: 
A/C  202-377-4196. 

The  complete  Notice  of  Determina¬ 
tion  to  close  portions  of  the  series  of 
meetings  of  the  Semiconductor  Manu¬ 
facturing  Test  Equipment  Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  and  of  any  subcom¬ 


mittees  thereof,  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  30,  1976 
(41  FR  4623). 

-Dated:  August  19, 1976. 

Lawrence  J.  Brady, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Ex¬ 
port  Administration,  Bureau 
of  East-west  Trade,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce. 

[FR  Doc .76-24773  Filed  8-23-76:8:45  am] 


PATTERN  GENERATION  AND  IMAGE 
TRANSFER  AND  INSPECTION  SUBCOM¬ 
MITTEE  OF  THE  SEMICONDUCTOR 
MANUFACTURING  AND  TEST  EQUIP¬ 
MENT  TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  COMMIT¬ 
TEE 

Partially  Closed  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act.  5  UB.C. 
App.  I  (Supp.  rv,  1974) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Pattern  Gen¬ 
eration  and  Image  Transfer  and  Inspec¬ 
tion  Subcommittee  of  the  Semiconductor 
Manufacturing  and  Test  Equipment 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  will  be 
held  on  Thursday,  September  16,  1976, 
at  9:00  ajn.  in  Room  5230,  Main  Com¬ 
merce  Building.  14th  and  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Semiconductor  Manufacturing 
and  Test  Equipment  Technical  Advisory 
Committee  was  initially  established  on 
January  3,  1973.  On  December  20,  1974, 
the  Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Ad¬ 
ministration  approved  the  recharter  and 
extension  of  the  Committee  for  two  ad¬ 
ditional  years,  pursuant  to  Section  5(c) 
(1)  of  the  Export  Administration  Act  of 
1969,  as  amended,  50  U.S.C.  App.  Sec. 
2404(c)(1)  and  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act.  The  Pattern  Generation 
and  Image  Transfer  and  Inspection  Sub¬ 
committee  of  the  Semiconductor  Manu¬ 
facturing  and  Test  Equipment  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  was  established  on 
March  3,  1976,  by  the  Director,  OCBce  of 
Export  Administration,  pursuant  to  the 
charter  of  the  Committee. 

The  Committee  advises  the  Office  of 
Export  Administration,  Bureau  of  East- 
West  Trade,  with  respect  to  questions 
involving  technical  matters,  world-wide 
availability  and  actual  utilization  of  pro¬ 
duction  and  technology,  and  licensing 
procedures  which  may  affect  the  level  of 
export  controls  applicable  to  semicon¬ 
ductor  manufacturing  and  test  equip¬ 
ment,  including  technical  data  related 
thereto,  and  ii.cluding  those  whose  ex¬ 
port  is  subject  to  multilateral  (COCOM) 
controls.  The  Pattern  Generation  and 
Image  Transfer  and  Inspection  Subcom¬ 
mittee  was  formed  to  provide  advice  to 
the  Committee  with  respect  to  equip¬ 
ment  and  techniques  used  in  the  forma¬ 
tion  of  precision  microelectronics  art¬ 
work  and  masks. 

The  Subcommittee  meeting  agenda 
has  four  parts: 

General  Session 

( 1 )  Opening  remarks  by  the  Subcommittee 
Chairman. 
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<2)  Presentation  of  papers  or  conunents 
by  the  public. 

(3)  Discussion  of  the  following  categories 
of  equipment  In  the  context  of  the  (a)  tech¬ 
nical  criteria,  and  (b)  matrix:  Interactive 
computer  graphics  and  pattern  generator 
systems — Robert  J.  Maerz;  Step-and-repeat 
cameras — R.  A.  Richardson;  Mask  replica¬ 
tion — A  Tobey;  Electro-and-X-Ray  lithog¬ 
raphy — Committee  of  the  whole. 

Executive  Session 

(4)  Discussion  of  matters  properly  classi¬ 
fied  under  Executive  Order  11662,  dealing 
with  the  U.S.  and  COCOM  control  progr.am 
and  strategic  criteria  related  thereto. 

The  General  Session  of  the  meeting  is 
open  to  the  public,  at  which  a  limited 
number  of  seats  will  be  available.  To  the 
extent  time  permits  members  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  may  present  oral  statements  to  the 
Subcommittee.  Written  statements  may 
be  submitted  at  any  time  before  or  after 
the  meeting. 

With  respect  to  agenda  item '(4),  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Ad¬ 
ministration,  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  delegate  of  the  General  Counsel, 
formally  determined  on  November  25, 
1975,  pursuant  to  Section  10(d)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  that  the 
matters  to  be  discussed  in  the  Executive 
Session  should  be  exempt  frolh  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  relating  to  open  meet¬ 
ings  and  public  participation  therein,  be¬ 
cause  the  Ececutive  Session  will  be  con¬ 
cerned  with  matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C. 
552(b)  (1),  i.e..  it  is  specifically  required 
by  Executive  Order  11652  that  they  be 
kept  confidential  in  the  interest  of  the 
national  security.  All  materials  to  be  re¬ 
viewed  and  discussed  by  the  Committee 
during  the  Executive  Session  of  the 
meeting  have  been  properly  classified 
under  the  Executive  Order.  All  Commit¬ 
tee  members  have  appropriate  security 
clearances. 

Copies  of  the  minutes  of  the  open  por¬ 
tion  of  the  meeting  will  be  available  upon 
written  request  addressed  ot  the  Free¬ 
dom  of  Infoimation  Officer,  Room  3100, 
Domestic  and  International  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration,  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

For  further  information,  contact  Mr. 
Charles  C.  Swanson,  Director,  Opera¬ 
tions  Division,  Office  of  Export  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Domestic  and  International  Bus¬ 
iness  Administration,  Room  1617M,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230,  telephone:  A/C  202-377-4196. 

The  complete  Notice  of  Determination 
to  close  portions  of  the  series  of  meet¬ 
ings  of  the  Semiconductor  Manufactur¬ 
ing  and  Test  Equipment  Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  and  of  any  subcom¬ 
mittees  thereof,  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  30,  1976, 
(41  FR  4623). 

Dated:  August  19, 1976. 

Lawrence  J.  Brady, 
Acting  Director.  Office  of  Ex¬ 
port  Administration,  Bureau 
of  East-West  Trade,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce, 

[FR  Doc.76-24774  Filed  8-33-76;8:45  am] 


Economic  Development  Administration 
CHIPS  'N  TWIGS.  INC. 

Petition  for  Determination  of  Eligibility 

A  petition  by  C^lps  'N  Twigs,  Inc.,  642 
North  Broad  Street,  Philadelphia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  19130,  and  its  affiliates,  pro¬ 
ducers  of  apparel  for  men  and  boys,  was 
accepted  for  filing  on  August  17,  1976, 
under  section  251  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974  (Pub.  L.  93-618).  Consequently,  the 
United  States  Ddpartment  of  Commerce 
has  initiated  an  Investigation  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  Increased  Imports  into  the 
United  States  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  those  produced  by  the 
firms  contributed  importantly  to  total  or 
partial  separation  of  the  firmc’  workers, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  a  decrease  in 
sales  or  production  of  the  petitioning 
firms. 

Any  party  having  a  substantial  inter¬ 
est  in  the  proceedings  may  request  a 
public  hearing  on  the  matter.  A  request 
for  a  hearing  must  be  received  by  the 
Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification  Division, 
Economic  Development  Administration, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20230,  no  later  than  the  close  of 
business  of  September  3,  1976. 

Charles  L.  Smith, 
Acting  Chief,  Trade  Act  Certifi¬ 
cation  Division,  Office  of  Plan¬ 
ning  and  Program  Support. 

[PR  Doc.76-24755  Piled  8-23-76:8:46  ami 


Patent  and  Trademark  Office 

INTERNATIONAL  PROTECTION  OF 
GOVERNMENT  EMBLEMS  AND  SEALS 

Change  of  Intent 

The  Patent  and  Trademark  Office,  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  Intends  to  for¬ 
ward  only  the  50  State  seals  plus  one 
departmental  seal  for  each  department 
listed  in  the  publication  “Seals  and  Other 
Devices  in  Use  at  the  Government  Print¬ 
ing  Office”  (“Seals”)  instead  of  the  en¬ 
tire  publication,  as  indicated  on  page 
59366  of  the  Federal  Register  of  De¬ 
cember  23,  1975. 

Since  the  publication  had  been  printed 
in  1975,  it  was  assumed  that  few  dele¬ 
tions  and  additions  would  be  necessary. 
However,  the  response  to  the  above  no¬ 
tice,  along  with  some  necessary  dele¬ 
tions,  resulted  in  a  large  number  of  seals 
in  the  publication  requiring  deletion. 
This  rendered  the  publication  unaccept¬ 
able  for  submission  to  the  World  In¬ 
tellectual  Property  Organization 
(WIPO). 

Therefore,  the  Patent  and  Trademark 
Office  now  intends  to  forward  only  the  50 
State  seals  along  with  the  departmental 
seal  denoted  “No.  1”  for  each  depart¬ 
ment  listed  in  the  “Seals”  publication. 
If  this  is  not  the  preferred  departmental 
or  State  seal,  the  department  or  State 
involved  is  requested  to  notify  the  Patent 
and  Trademark  Office  bjr  September  21, 
1976.  This  notification  should  either  spe¬ 
cify  the  number  of  the  preferred  seal,  as 
it  appears  in  the  “Seals”  publication,  or 


provide  a  clear,  black  and  white  photo¬ 
graph,  suitable  for  reproductiori,  of  the 
preferred  seal.  The  seal  must  be  no-v 
larger  than  1  ^  inches  in  diameter. 

These  seals  will  then  be  forwarded  to 
WIPO  for  protection  imder,  Article  6ter 
of  the  Paris  Convention  for  the  Protec¬ 
tion  of  Industrial  Property. 

Address  all  correspondence  to:  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Patents  and  Trademarks, 
Washington,  D.C.  20231. 

Dated:  August  18, 1976. 

C.  Marshall  Dann, 
Commissioner  of  Patents 

and  Trademarks.  - 

[FR  Doc.76-24724  Filed  8-23-76:8:45  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[Docket  No.  76N-0239:  DESI  5378] 

CERTAIN  COMBINATION  ANORECTIC 
DRUGS:  DEXAMYL  SPANSULE  CAP¬ 
SULES,  TABLETS.  AND  ELIXIR 

Final  Order  on  Objections  and  Request  for 
Hearing  on  Refusal  To  Approve  New  Drug 
Applications 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
(FDA)  denies  hearing  and  refuses  to  ap¬ 
prove  the  new  drug  applications  for 
Dexamyl  Elixir  Spansule  capsules  and 
Tablets  (NDA  Nos.  17-074,  17-075,  and 
17-077:  formerly  docket  No.  FDC-D- 
582) ,  effective  September  3, 1976. 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  August  8, 
1970  (35  FR  12652),  FDA  issued  a  state¬ 
ment  of  policy,  under  5  310.504  (21  CFR 
310.504,  formerly  21  CFR  130.46),  re¬ 
garding  amphetamine-containing  drugs, 
including  dextroamphetamine.  The 
statement  noted  that  the  National  Acad¬ 
emy  of  Sciences/National  Research 
Council, '  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group 
(NAS/NRC)  had  found,  inter  alia,  that 
this  class  of  drugs  had  a  generally  short¬ 
term  (a  few  weeks)  anorectic  effect,  that 
there  was  no  evidence  that  they  altered 
the  natural  course  of  obesity,  that  they 
had  a  significant  potential  for  abuse  and 
that  there  were  reservations,  about  the 
adequacy  of  controls  in  some  of  the  clin¬ 
ical  studies.  The  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration  concurred  with  the  NAS/NRC 
report,  and  in  addition,  noted  that  pro¬ 
duction  data  indicated  that  ampheta¬ 
mines  were  manufactured  and  used  in 
quantities  greatly  in  excess  of  demon¬ 
strated  medical  needs.  Accordingly,  the 
statement  of  policy  required  that  such 
drugs  be  relabeled  to  deflect  the  pres¬ 
ent  state  of  knowledge  concerning  am¬ 
phetamines,  their  potential  for  misuse 
and  abuse  and  their  limited  medical  use¬ 
fulness.  The  statement  was  made  spe¬ 
cifically  applicable  to  combination  drugs 
containing  dextroamphetamine.  Manu¬ 
facturers  of  drugs  not  expressly  covered 
by  approved  new  drugs  applications 
(NDA’s)  were  permitted  to  continue  mar¬ 
keting  if  they  relabeled  their  products 
wi^in  60  days  and  if  they  submitted  a 
new  drug  application  within  1  year. 
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Manufacturers  were  advised  that  the 
relabeled  products — ^both  single  entity 
and  combination — would  be  regarded  as 
new  drugs  requiring  new  drug  applica- 
ticms. 

In  a  separate  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  August  8.  1970  (35 
FR  12678),  FDA  announced  its  evalua¬ 
tion  of  23  anorectic,  l.e.,  appetite  sup¬ 
pressant,  drugs.  The  notice  stated  that 
FDA  had  considered  the  r^x>rts  of  the 
NAS/NRC,  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group, 
together  with  other  evidence,  and  con¬ 
cluded  that  there  was  a  lack  of  substan¬ 
tial  evidence  for  several  claims  but  that 
the  listed  drugs  were  regarded  as  possi¬ 
bly  effective  for  their  claimed  anorectic 
effects.  Manufacturers  were  given  60 
days  to  revise  their  labeling  to  delete 
those  indications  for  which  no  substan¬ 
tial  evidence  had  been  foimd  and  6 
months  to  submit,  in  supplemental  or 
original  new  drug  applications,  substan¬ 
tial  evidence  of  effectiveness  for  the 
anorectic  claims.  Finally,  the  notice  ad¬ 
vised  that  at  the  end  of  the  6-month 
period,  the  data  would  be  evaluated  to 
determine  whether  or  not  substantial 
evidence  had  been  demonstrated,  and  if 
it  had  not,  procedures  would  be  initiated 
to  withdraw  approval  of  the  new  drug 
applications  pursuant  to  section  505(e) 
(2)  of  the  Federal  F(x>d,  Drug,  and  Cos¬ 
metic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  355(e)). 

In  response  to  the  August  8,  1970 
statement  of  policy.  Smith,  Kline  and 
French  (SKF)  submitted  new  drug  ap¬ 
plications  for  Dexamyl  Spansules  (NDA 
No.  17-075),  Tablets  (NDA  No.  17-077) 
and  Elixir  (NDA  No.  17-074)  combina¬ 
tion  drugs  containing  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  sulfate  and  amobarbital  in  varying 
amounts;  the  elixir  also  contained  alco¬ 
hol.  In  a  letter  accompanying  the  sub¬ 
mission  SKF  contended  that  Dexamyl 
products  were  not  “new  drugs”  within 
the  meaning  of  section  201  (p)  of  the  act 
(21  n.S.C.  321  (p))  and  that  they  were 
exempted  from  the  requirements  of  the 
Drug  Amendments  of  1962  by  the 
“grandfather  clause”  (section  107(c)(4) 
of  Pub.  L.  87-781  (21  U.S.C.  321  note)), 
and  were  therefore  not  subject  to  the 
August  8,  1970  statement  of  policy. 

Subsequently,  on  January  15,  1973,  the 
Acting  Director  of  the  Biureau  of  Dnigs 
advised  SKF  that  its  applications  were 
not  aiwovaMe  because  (1)  they  failed 
to  contain  full  reports  of  adequate  tests 
by  idl  methods  reasonably  applicable  to 
show  the  safety  and  efficacy  of  the  drugs 
for  their  labeled  uses  as  required  by  sec¬ 
tion  505(b)  (1)  and  (6)  of  the  act,  and 
(2)  they  failed  to  support  the  SEIF  claim 
that  Dexamyl’s  sedative  constituent, 
amobarbital.  significantly  decreased  the 
adverse  effects  associated  with  the  ano¬ 
rectic  constituent,  dextroamphetamine. 
Smith,  Kine  and  French  was  further  ad¬ 
vised  that  it  could  contest  the  decision  on 
the  products  and  request  a  hearing  by 
filing  the  applications  over  protest  pur¬ 
suant  to  S  314.110(d)  (21  CFR  314. 

110(d)). 

On  February  12,  1973,  SKF  requested 
that  its  applications  be  filed  over  protest 
without  prejudice  to  its  position  that  the 


products  were  not  “new  drugs.”  On  the 
same  day,  the  statement  of  policy  re¬ 
garding  amphetamines  for  human  use 
under  §  310.504  was  revised  and  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR  4249) .  to 
refiect  that  while  sufficient  data  had  been 
submitted,  in  response  to  the  previous 
statement  of  policy,  to  generally  support 
the  anorectic  efficacy  of  single  entity, 
oral-dosage  anorectic  drugs,  the  degree 
of  extra  weight  loss  was  small  (a  few 
tenths  of  a  pound  a  week  in  many  cases) , 
variations  were  great,  and  the  rate  of 
weight  loss  decreased  after  the  first 
weeks  of  therapy.  Accordingly,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  concluded 
that  single  entity  oral  dosage  forms  were 
effective  in  the  management  of  exoge¬ 
nous  obesity  as  a  short-term  (a  few 
weeks)  adjunct  in  a  regimen  of  weight 
reduction  based  on  caloric  restriction  for 
patients  in  whom  obesity  is  not  alleviated 
by  other  measures.  The  statement  re¬ 
iterated  that  anorectic  combinations 
containing  sedatives  or  tranquilizers 
were  regarded  as  new  drugs  requiring 
approved  new  drug  applications  and  that 
the  data  in  such  applications  must  meet 
the  requirements  of  §  300.50  Fixed  com- 
bination  prescription  drugs  for  humans 
(21  CFR  300.50,  formerly  21  CFR  3.86). 

In  a  notice  of  opportimity  for  hearing 
covering  13  anorectic  combinations,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  same  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  (February  12,  1973  (38  FR 
4279),  Docket  No.  FDC-D-582),  the 
Commissioner  stated  that  the  data  sub¬ 
mitted  in  response  to  the  August  8,  1970 
DESI  notice  had  been  reviewed  and 
found  not  to  provide  substantial  evidence 
that  the  drugs  were  effective  as  fixed 
combinations  for  their  claimed  uses  be¬ 
cause  the  submitted  data  did  not  sup¬ 
port  the  contention  that  the  combination 
products  decrease  the  incidence  or  sever¬ 
ity  of  side  effects  or  lessen  the  abuse  po¬ 
tential  associated  with  the  single  anorec¬ 
tic  ingredient.  Accordingly,  he  pr(HX)sed 
to  withdraw  approval  of  the  named  new 
drug  applications  and  invited  holder(s) 
of  new  drug  applications  and  other  in¬ 
terested  persons,  including  manufac¬ 
turers  and  distributors  of  identical,  re¬ 
lated.  or  similar  products,  to  submit,  on 
or  before  March  14,  1973,  a  written  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing.  The  request  for  hear¬ 
ing  was  to  state  why  approval  of  the  new 
drug  application  ^ould  not  be  with¬ 
drawn  and  to  provide  a  well-organized 
and  full  factual  analysis  of  the  clinical 
and  other  investigational  data  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  requested  hearing. 

On  March  14,  1973,  SKF  responded 
by  letter  and  contended  that  the  notice 
of  opportunity  for  hearing  should  be 
withdrawn  insofar  as  it  applied  to  Dexa¬ 
myl  products  because  (1)  Dexamyl  prod¬ 
ucts  were  not  identical,  similar  or  re¬ 
lated  to  the  13  combinations  named  in 
the  notice,  (2)  Dexamyl  products  have 
never  been  the  subject  of  an  approved 
NDA  and  therefore  were  not  “new  drugs” 
within  the  meaning  of  the  act,  and  (3) 
the  Commissioner  lacked  authority  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  a  drug  was  a  “new 
drug”  within  the  meaning  of  the  act. 
Alternatively,  SKF  argued  that  the  data 


in  its  applications,  and  Dexamyl’s  22- 
year  history  of  safe  and  effective  use 
raised  Issues  of  fact  sufficient  to  Justify  a 
hearing  and  therefore  that  it  was  en¬ 
titled  to  a  detailed  statement  of  reasons 
for  the  Commissioner’s  conclusion  that 
its  studies  failed  to  provide  substantial 
evidence  of  effectiveness. 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  March  30, 
1973  (38  FR  8290) ,  the  Commissioner  ad¬ 
vised  SKF  and  other  manufacturers  who 
had  requested  hearings  that  they  could 
continue  marketing  their  products  pend¬ 
ing  a  ruling  on  the  hearing  requests. 

On  July  11.  1973.  SKF  filed  a  supple¬ 
mental  hearing  request  reasserting  its 
previous  legal  argiunents  and  providing 
additional  clinical  studies. 

The  Ccanmissioner  has  considered  all 
of  the  material  submitted  by  SKF  and 
has  concluded  that  there  is  no  genuine 
issue  of  material  fact  requiring  a  hearing 
and  that  the  legal  objections  offered  are 
insubstantial.  A  full  discussion  follows: 

I.  The  Drugs 

A.  Elixir.  Each  5  milliliter  (one  tea¬ 
spoonful)  contains.  5  milligrams  dextro¬ 
amphetamine,  32  milligrams  amobarbi¬ 
tal  and  25  percent  alcohol. 

B.  Spansule  capsules.  Each  Spansule 
capsule  No.  2  contains  15  milligrams  dex¬ 
troamphetamine  and  97  milligrams  amo¬ 
barbital.  Each  Spansule  capsule  No.  1 
contains  10  milligrams  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  and  65  milligrams  amobarbital. 

C.  Tablets.  Each  tablet  contains  5  mil¬ 
ligrams  dextroamphetamine  and  32  mil¬ 
ligrams  amobarbital. 

n.  Recommended  Uses  and  Dosage: 

Rationale  for  the  Combination 

The  labeling  for  Dexamyl  products  in¬ 
corporates  the  changes  required  by 
§  310.504  and  reccanmends  Dexamyl 
solely  for  exogenous  obesity  as  a  short¬ 
term  (a  few  weeks)  adjunct  in  a  regi¬ 
men  of  weight  reduction  based  on  caloric 
restriction.  Smith,  Kline  and  French’s 
rationale  for  including  amobarbital  is 
that  it  reduces  the  possibility  of  the 
wakefulness  and  excitation  that  may  oc¬ 
cur  in  some  patients  on  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  alone. 

The  labeling  generally  provides  that 
Dexamyl  should  be  administered  at  the 
lowest  effective,  individually  adjusted 
dosage.  The  specific  recommended  dos¬ 
ages  are  as  follows:  Elixir.  1  teaspoonful 
2  or  3  times  daily  30  to  60  minutes  before 
meals;  l^ansule  capsules,  1  in  the  morn¬ 
ing;  Tablets,  1  tablet  2  or  3  times  daily, 
30  to  60  minutes  before  meals. 

m.  Data  Submitted  To  Support  Claims 
OF  Effectiveness 

If  SKF  is  to  have  its  three  NDA’s  for 
Dexamyl  approved,  it  must  first  estab¬ 
lish.  by  adequate  and  well-controlled 
clinical  Investigations  conducted  piu*su- 
ant  to  21  n.S.C.  355(d)  and  21  CFR 
314.111(a)(5).  that  these  products  are 
effective  ancnrectic  agents.  A  well-con- 
trolled  study  is  one,  using  subjects  sub¬ 
stantially  identical  in  all  respects  except 
for  the  drug  received,  that  permits  com¬ 
parison  of  test-drug  treatment  results 
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with  the  results  of  no  treatment  or  some 
other  effective  treatment.  Properly  con¬ 
ducted,  such  a  study  permits  conclusions 
to  be  drawn  regarding  the  effect  of  a 
single,  well-defined  variable:  the  pres¬ 
ence  or  absence  of  the  test  drug.  To  the 
extent  that  other  variables,  such  as  ob¬ 
server  bias  or  differences  between  the 
patient-groups,  are  introduced  into  the 
study,  the  ability  to  reach, a  conclusion 
about  the  test  drug  is  confovmded.  The 
principles  set  forth  in  S  314.111(a)  (5) 
are  intended  to  eliminate  such  con¬ 
founding  factors  while  assuring  that  the 
study  generates  unbiased  documented 
quantitative  information  that  permits 
FDA  to  evaluate  the  study  resvilts 
independently. 

Additionally,  because  the  various 
formulations  of  Dexamyl  contain  fixed 
combinations  of  dextroamphetamine 
and  amobarbital  (the  Elixir  also  con¬ 
tains  alcohol) ,  SKP  must  show,  by  ade¬ 
quate  and  well-controlled  clinical  in¬ 
vestigations  conducted  in  accordance 
with  the  statute  and  regulations,  that 
the  drugs  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
policy  for  fixed-combination  prescription 
drugs  for  humans  under  S  300.50.  This 
policy  requires  that  each  component  of 
a  product  contribute  to  the  effects 
claimed  in  its  labeling  and  that  the  dos¬ 
age  of  each  component  (amount,  fre¬ 
quency  and  duration  of  administration) 
be  such  that  the  combination  is  safe 
and  effective  for  a  significant  patient 
population  requiring  the  concurrent 
therapy  defined  in  the  labeling.  The  reg¬ 
ulation  specifically  cites  as  appropriate 
combinations  those  in  which  one  com¬ 
ponent  of  a  combination  drug  enhances 
the  safety  or  effectiveness  of  the  princi¬ 
pal  active  component  or  minimizes  the 
abuse  potential  of  the  active  component. 

Smith,  Kline  and  French  does  not 
claim  that  amobarbital  directly  enhances 
or  potentiates  the  effectiveness  of  dex¬ 
troamphetamine.  Nor  does  SKF  claim 
that  amobarbital  reduces  the  abuse  po¬ 
tential  of  dextroamphetamine.  Rather. 
SKF  claims  that  Dexamyl  satisfies  the 
combination  policy  because  amobarbital 
significantly  reduces  the  number  of  side 
effects  attributable  to  dextroampheta¬ 
mine.  To  substantiate  its  claim,  SKF 
must  compare  the  incidence  and  severity 
of  side  effects  of  Dexamyl  and  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  in  two  substantially  iden¬ 
tical  groups  of  subjects  who  have  the 
precise  condition  for  which  Dexamyl  is 
recommended  by  its  labeling.  Both  groups 
must  receive  the  drugs  under  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  use  set  forth  in  the  labeling. 

However,  a  demonstrated  reduction  in 
certain  side  effects  would  not  satisfy  all 
the  requirements  of  the  combination  pol¬ 
icy.  If,  for  example,  amobarbital  reduced 
the  incidence  of  insomnia,  there  would 
still  be  no  logical  reason  to  administer 
the  barbiturate  throughout  the  day.  In 
that  event,  the  “amount,  frequency,  and 
duration”  of  each  c(»nponent  would  not 
be  such  that  the  combination  was  safe 
and  effective  because  clearly  unnecessary 
drug  administration  would  result  from 
use  of  the  fixed  combination. 


A.  CONTRIBUTION  OF  AMOBARBITAL 

1.  Elixir.  No  data  were  submitted  by 
SKP  to  support  the  contribution  of  amo¬ 
barbital  in  this  dosage  form. 

2.  Spansule  capsules.  Regarding  the 
claim  that  amobarbital  reduces  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  excitation  and  wakefulness 
caused  by  dextroamphetamine.  SKF 
identified  five  studies,  only  one  of  which 
utilized  the  Spansule  dosage  form.  It  is 
evaluated  as  follows: 

“Anorexia  and  Central  Nervous  System 
Stimulation,”  T.  M.  Feinblatt  and  E.  A. 
Ferguson,  “Psychosomatics,”  Vol.  II,  No. 
1,  January-February,  1961.  This  study 
was  described  as  a  double-blind,  4-way 
cross-over  study  in  which  91  subjects 
were  divided  into  4  groups  and  given 
placebo,  phenmetrazine,  dextroampheta¬ 
mine.  and  combined  dextroampheta- 
mine-amobarbital  for  a  period  of  1  week 
imtil  all  patients  received  each  regimen. 
To  rule  out  order  of  administration  as  a 
confoimding  variable,  each  treatment 
was  administered  first,  second,  third,  and 
fourth  approximately  the  same  niunber 
of  times.  Patients  w'ere  told  to  take  one 
dose  a  day  and  to  restrict  their  diet  to 
1,200  calories  per  day. 

The  authors  reported  that  Dexamyl- 
treated  patients  had  significantly  lower 
side  effects  than  did  patients  treated  with 
dextroamphetamine.  The  study,  as  re¬ 
ported,  however,  patently  fails  -to  meet 
the  criteria  for  a  w'ell-controlled  clinical 
investigation  because  it  does  not  explain 
methods  of  observaticm  and  recording  of 
results,  including  variables  measured, 
quantitation  or  assessment  of  the  sub¬ 
jects’  response,  and  steps  taken  to  mini¬ 
mize  bias  on  the  part  of  the  data  analyst, 
as  required  by  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (o)  (3) 
and  (4).  Although  the  study  was  sup¬ 
posed  to  compare  the  Incidence  of  stimu¬ 
latory  side  effects,  the  only  detail  offered 
on  the  collection  of  data  is  that  patients 
were  asked  a  uniform  series  of  questions. 
No  information  is  provided  about  the 
nature  or  form  of  questions  asked,  and 
consequently  their  appropriateness  for 
ascertaining  the  incidence  of  stimulatory 
side  effects  cannot  be  determined. 

An  important  reason  for  knowing  the 
questions  used  is  that,  as  the  authors  rec¬ 
ognize,  soliciting  information  with  spe¬ 
cific  questions  gives  an  unusually  high 
incidence  of  adverse  effects  compared  to 
recording  spontaneous  comments.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  it  is  questionable  whether 
these  solicited  responses  may  properly 
be  considered  drug-related  adverse  ef¬ 
fects  or  whether  they  are  more  properly 
attributable  to  investigators’  questions. 

The  investigators  present  their  results 
In  a  summary  data  table  with  general 
categories  such  as  “felt  better,”  “insom¬ 
nia,”  and  “nervousness.”  They  do  not  ex¬ 
plain  how  data  were  placed  into  these 
categories,  i.e.,  whether  these  descriptions 
summarize  specific  answers  to  specific 
questions  or  represent  the  overall  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  investigator  based  on  pa¬ 
tient  responses  and/or  his  personal  ob¬ 
servations.  Nor  does  the  report  state 
whether  patients  were  given  an  oppor- 
timlty  to  characterize  the  severity  of  their 


reactions.  Without  more  information  on 
how  adverse  reaction  data  were  elicited 
and  analyzed,  assessment  of  results  is  im¬ 
possible.  ’There  is  also  no  way  to  tell  if 
the  questions  were  designed  only  to  elicit 
dextroamphetamine-like  adverse  reac¬ 
tions  or  whether  they  were  also  directed 
at  detecting  amobarbital-type  side  effects. 
Obviously,  it  makes  no  sense  to  claim 
that  the  side  effects  of  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  are  reduced  if  the  other  component, 
amobarbital,  is  responsible  for  equally  se¬ 
rious  side  effects  of  its  own.  Details  on 
how  adverse  reactions  were  elicited  are 
required  to  tell  if  the  investigators  took 
such  a  possibility  into  account. 

In  addition,  the  study  did  not  provide 
the  summary  of  methods  of  analysis  and 
evaluation  of  data  required  by  §314.111 
(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (5).  Without  such  a  sum¬ 
mary,  it  is  imposa^le  (even  if  methods 
of  collecting  data  1^  been  explained)  to 
assess  the  authors  conclusion  that  Dex¬ 
amyl  patients  had  fewer  side  effects  than 
dextroamphetamine  patients.  ' 

Clearly,  this  study  is  not  a  well-con- 
trolled  clinical  investigation.  Even  if  it 
were  well-controlled,  it  could  not,  by  it¬ 
self,  constitute  substantial  e^dence 
within  the  meaning  of  section  505(d)  of 
the  act,  since  that  section  requires  at 
least  two  such  studies.  Furthermore,  the 
page  paper  is  completely  lacking  in 
details  that  permit  scientific  evaluation 
(§  314.111(a)  (5)(ii)(c)). 

3.  Dexamyl  tablets.  The  other  four 
studies  submitted  by  SKF  all  related  to 
the  tablet  dosage  form.  These  are  evalu¬ 
ated  as  follows: 

(a)  “Effects  of  Placebo,  Dexamyl,  and 
Lucofen  on  Moods,  Emotions,  and  Moti¬ 
vations,”  J.  Cameron,  P.  G.  Specht, 
and  Q.  R.  Wendt,  “Journal  of  Psychol¬ 
ogy.”  Vol.  66.  pp.  199-209,  1967.  Smith. 
Kline  and  French  provided  a  supplemen¬ 
tal  statistical  analysis  in  which  78  volun¬ 
teer  ^students  (39  men  and  39  women) 
were  observed  after  single-dose  treat¬ 
ment  with  a  variety  of  different  drugs, 
each  administered  2  or  more  days  apart. 
The  treatment  drugs  included  Lucofen 
(chlorphentermine  HCl) ,  dextroamphet¬ 
amine  (men  received  8  milligrams, 
women  received  5  milligrams),  a  com¬ 
bination  similar  to  Dexamyl  tablets  (5 
milligrams  dextroamphetamine  and  30 
milligrams  amobarbital),  dimenhydri- 
nate,  a  variety  of  weak  analgesics,  and 
three  placebo  treatments.  The  treat¬ 
ments  were  given  in  different  sequences 
to  offset  any  effect  related  to  the  order 
of  administration.  On  each  treatment 
day  the  subjectwas  evaluated  twice,  once 
before  taking  medication  in  the  late 
morning  and  again  2  hours  after  medi¬ 
cation.  In  the  morning,  before  taking 
medication,  each  patient  filled  out  a  133- 
item  free-choice  Adjective  Check  LirTt  de¬ 
signed  to  describe  how  he  felt  when  fill¬ 
ing  It  out,  e.g.,  warmhearted,  or  friendly. 
In  the  afternoon,  after  taking  medica- 
ticm,  the  free-choice  check  list  was  re¬ 
done  and,  in  addition,  each  patient  com¬ 
pleted  a  32-item  forced-choice  Adjective 
Check  List.  The  forced-choice  check  list 
consisted  primarily  of  32  pairs  of  self- 
descriptive  adjectives,  e.g„  Jittery-nerv- 
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ous,  or  easygoing-relaxed.  For  each 
paired  description  the  subject  was  asked 
to  indicate  whether  he  felt  more  that  way 
before  taking  the  drug  or  after  the  drug 
took  effect. 

As  reported  by  SKF,  the  forced-choice 
Adjective  Check  List  showed  significant 
advantages  for  Dexamyl  over  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  in  two  relevant  categories 
in  males  “easygoing-relaxed”  (more  on 
Dexamyl)  and  “jittery-nervous”  (fewer 
on  Dexamyl).  No  significant  differences 
were  seen  in  females. 

This  study  is  not  an  adequate  and  well- 
controlled  clinical  investigation  within 
the  meaning  of  §  314.111(a)  (5)  for  a 
number  of  reasons. 

The  most  critical  defect  in  the  study 
is  the  use  in  males  of  a  larger  dose  of 
dextroamphetamine  in  the  dextroam¬ 
phetamine-only  groyp  (8  milligrams) 
than  in  the  combination  drug  group  (5 
milligrams).  Because  of  this,  the  male 
test  and  control  groups  were  not  c<Hnpar- 
able  with  respect  to  the  most  pertinent 
variable,  namely,  the  amoxmt  of  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  taken  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii) 
(a)  (2)  (tif) ) .  It  is  senseless  to  attempt 
to  demonstrate  that  amobarbital  reduces 
the  side  effects  of  a'  given  amount  of 
dextroamphetamine  unless  the  same 
amount  of  dextroamphetamine  is  used  in 
both  halves  of  the  comparison.  The  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  amobarbital  accompanied 
by  a  reduction  in  the  dose  of  dextroam¬ 
phetamine  (which  itself  would  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  reduce  side  effects)  makes  it 
impossible  to  determine  whether  the 
smaller  number  of  side  effects  was  at¬ 
tributable  to  the  addition  of  amobarbital 
or  the  decrease  in  dextroamphetamine, 
or  both. 

The  study  is  not  well -controlled  in 
several  other  respects.  The  patients 
were  not  selected  so  as  to  assure  their 
suitability  for  the  purposes  of  the  study 
as  required  by  S  314.111(a)  (6)  (il)  («)  (2) 
(i).  Although  Dexamyl  is  recommended 
as  an  adjunct  for  the  treatment  of  ex¬ 
ogenous  obesity  in  a  regimen  of  weight 
reduction  based  on  caloric  restriction,  it 
does  not  appear  that  patients  in  this 
study  were  either  obese  or  on  a  calorie- 
restricted  diet.  Thus,  the  study  is  mvali- 
dated  because  there  is  no  evidence  sug¬ 
gesting  that  the  subjects  in  the  study  will 
react  to  dextroamphetamine  or  amobar¬ 
bital  the  same  as  obese  patients  on  a 
calorie-restricted  diet. 

Eqimlly  important,  although  Dexamyl’s 
labeling  recommends  use  over  a  period  of 
a  few  weeks,  Dexamyl  was  administered 
only  once,  on  a  single  day,  in  this  study. 
Clearly  therefore,  the  study  can  provide 
no  evidence  that  the  drug  will  have  the 
effect  It  is  represented  to  have  under  the 
conditions  of  use  recommended  in  the 
labeling  (§§  300.50(a)  and  314.111(a) 
(5)  (D). 

Finally,  the  investigators  did  not  use 
the  same  formulation  of  Dexamyl  as  the 
one  for  which  approval  is  sought.  The 
combination  in  the  study  consisted  of  5 
milligrams  dextroamphetamine  and  SO 
milligrams  of  amobarbital,  yet  none  of 
the  combinations  covered  by  the  subject 
NDA’s  contain  this  precise  formulation 
(§  314.111(b)). 


The  analysis  of  the  results  was  also 
deficient  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (U)  (a)  (5) ). No 
statistical  analysis  of  the  free-choice 
Adjective  Check  List  was  reported.  Al¬ 
though  the  authors  grouped  adjectives 
into  clusters  (e.g.,  friendly,  good-na¬ 
tured,  trustful  and  warmhearted  were 
combined),  they  do  not  explain  how  the 
adjectives  and  the  clusters  relate  to  ad¬ 
verse  dmg  effects  due  to  dextroamphet¬ 
amine.  Finally,  in  analyzing  the  free- 
choice  Adjective  Check  List,  results  for 
males  and  females  were  combined  and 
analyzed;  no  separate  data  for  females 
were  provided.  Because  the  males  re¬ 
ceived  different  dosages  of  dextro¬ 
amphetamine,  their  data  bias  the  re¬ 
sults  and  render  the  combined  analysis 
uninterpretable.  Therefore,  the  results 
of  the  free-choice  Adjective  Check  List 
cannot  be  used  to  support  a  claim  that 
amobarbital  reduces  the  incidence  of 
dextroamphetamine  side  effects. 

Nor  do  the  results  of  the  forced-choice 
Adjective  Check  List  demonstrate  a  con¬ 
tribution  of  amobarbital.  For  this  check 
list,  male  and  female  data  were  reported 
separately.  There  were  no  significant  dif¬ 
ferences  between  women  given  5  milli¬ 
grams  of  dextroamphetamine  and  women 
given  5  milligrams  of  dextroamphet¬ 
amine  plus  30  milligrams  of  amobarbital. 
Although,  as  noted,  the  forced-choice 
Adjective  Check  list  showed  significant 
advantages  for  Dexamsi  over  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  in  two  relevant  categories 
in  males — “easygoing-relaxed”  (more  on 
Dexamyl)  and  “jittery-nervous”  (fewer 
on  Dexamyl) — ^this  is  meaningless  be¬ 
cause  the  Dexamyl  males  received  less 
amphetamine  than  the  dextroamphet¬ 
amine  males.  Moreover,  the  same  check 
list  also  showed  that  more  males  became 
“jittery-nervous”  on  placebo  than  on 
dextroamphetamine.  This  indicates  a 
clear  “no-test”  situation  and  calls  into 
question  the  validity  and  usefulness  of 
the  forced-choice  Adjective  Check  List 
as  a  measurement  of  dextroamphetamine 
side  effects. 

(b)  “Dexamyl  Tablets  (5  milligrams 
dextroamphetamine  and  32  milligrams 
amobarbital)  and  Dextroamphetamine 
(5  milligrams  dextroamphetamine) 
Mood  Study  in  Thirty-Seven  Overweight 
Women,”  J.  C.  Respess,  unpublished 
study,  1973.  This  was  a  double-blind 
crossover  study  designed  to  test  whether 
or  not  a  psychological  mood  study  could 
show  differences  between  Dexamyl  and 
dextroamphetamine;  39  female  volun¬ 
teers,  all  of  whom  were  20  percent  or 
more  overweight  according  to  Metropoli¬ 
tan  life  Insurance  standards,  partici- 
t>ated  in  the  study  on  2  weekends.  On 
the  first  Friday,  the  subjects  were  ad¬ 
vised  of  the  study  procedure  and  com¬ 
pleted  a  50-item  Adjective  Check  List. 
On  Saturday  morning,  the  subjects  com¬ 
pleted  two  additional  Adjective  Check 
lists  and  filled  out  a  65-item  Profile  of 
Mood  Status.  After  completing  the  sec- 
mid  Adjective  Check  List,  half  of  the  sub¬ 
jects  were  given  Dexamyl,  and  half  dex¬ 
troamphetamine;  the  two  medications 
were  identical  in  appearance.  In  the 
afternoon,  subjects  completed  two  Ad¬ 
jective  Check  Lists,  received  a  second 


dosage  of  the  respective  medications, 
fiUed  out  two  additional  Adjective  Check 
Lists  and  two  additional  mood  status 
profiles,  nie  routine  was  repeated  on 
Sunday.  Two  weekends  later  the  proce¬ 
dure  was  duplicated  but  the  groups  were 
crossed  over  to  the  other  medicatimi. 

This  study  does  not  constitute  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  with¬ 
in  the  meaning  of  5  314.111(a)  (5)  (1)  be¬ 
cause  DeXamyl  was  not  administered  un¬ 
der  the  conditions  of  use  recommended 
in  its  labeling  and  because,  in  any  case, 
the  results  do  not^how  that  amobarbi¬ 
tal  reduces  the  side  effects  of  dextroam¬ 
phetamine. 

Although  Dexamyl  was  offered  for 
daily  use  over  a  period  of  several  weeks, 
the  subjects  received  Dexamyl  for  only  2 
days.  Thus,  there  is  no  way  to  assess  the 
effect  of  amobarbital  when  administered 
for  the  length  of  time  suggested  in  Dex- 
amyl’s  labeling  (§§  300.50(a)  and  314.111 
(a)  (5)  (i)). 

Similarly,  there  is  no  indication  in  the 
protocol  or  accompanying  biostatistical 
analysis  that  the  subjects  were  on  a 
weight-reducing  regimen.  Since  de¬ 
creased  food  intake  is  the  primary  con¬ 
dition  of  use  of  Dexamyl,  the  drug  must 
be  studied  in  subjects  who  are  on  a  cal¬ 
orie-restricted  diet  ($§  300.50(a)  and 
314.111(a)  (5)  (a)  (2)  (D). 

The  setting  of  this  study  was  mark¬ 
edly  different  from  that  in  which  the 
medication  would  normally  be  taken 
(§§  300.50(a)  and  314.111(a)  (5)  (i) ).  In 
this  regard,  the  author  acknowledges 
that  the  results  were  influenced  by  the 
milieu  of  the  sessions  (companionship  of 
others  with  similar  weight  problems, 
sharing  motel  rooms  and  meals  and  an¬ 
ticipation  of  being  accepted  in  another 
upcoming  weight-loss  program),  a  mi¬ 
lieu  which  he  characterized  as  a  “rather 
unusual  socializing  situation. 

To  summarize,  it  is  meaningless  to  try 
to  assess  the  contribution  of  amobarbital 
under  conditions  departing  so  radically 
from  those  recommended  in  the  labeling. 

Finally,  the  results  do  not  provide  any 
evidence  that  amobarbital  reduces  the 
the  side  effects  of  dextroa..iphetamine. 
The  items  on  the  Adjective  Check  List 
were  categorized  into  groups  called  "ac¬ 
tive  factor”  and  “drowsy  factor.”  No  sig¬ 
nificant  differences  between  the  medica¬ 
tions  were  foimd  in  the  “drowsy  factor.” 
Although  significant  differences  were 
found  by  the  author  and  SKF  for 
the  “active  factor,”  neither  the  au¬ 
thor  nor  SKF  has  shown  how  this 
finding  supports  the  claims  made  by 
Dexamyl’s  labeling.  Thus,  as  defined 
by  the  author,  the  “active  factor” 
consisted  of  the  following  adjectives:  ac¬ 
tive,  alert,  alive,  attentive,  careful,  cheer¬ 
ful,  clear-thinking,  confident,  energetic, 
friendly,  good-natured  and  sociable. 
Smith,  Kline  and  French  characterized 
the  “active  factor”  as  a  mood  of  “better 
feeling  of  well-being  and  a  more  business 
like  attitude”  and,  alternatively,  a  “like 
work  and  like  people”  attitude.  No  infor¬ 
mation  is  provided  on  how  these  adjec¬ 
tives  support  the  claim  that  amobarbital 
decreases  excitation  and  wakefulness  at¬ 
tributable  to  dextroamphetamine.  In 
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fact,  the  author  noted  that  no  difference 
was  evident  between  Dexamyl'and  dex¬ 
troamphetamine  with  respect  to  a  third 
factor,  “stimulation,”  a  factor  which 
would  appear  more  directly  relevant  to 
the  excitation  that  may  be  caused  by 
dextroamphetamine. 

(c)  “Double-Blind  Multiple  Investiga¬ 
tor  Clinical  Study  Comparing  Dexamyl 
Tablets  (5  milligrams  dextroamphet¬ 
amine  and  32  milligrams  amobarbital) 
to  Dextroamphetamine  (5  milligrams 
dextroamphetamine) ,”  A.  A.  Conte,  R.  E. 
Noble,  M.  M.  Perloff,  J.  C.  Respess,  and 
J.  Schneyer,  unpublished,  1973.  In  this 
series  of  investigations,  5  doctors  follow¬ 
ing  the  same  protocol  each  selected  30 
anxious  subjects  who  were  at  least  20 
percent  overweight  according  to  Metro¬ 
politan  Life  Insurance  tables.  Anxiety 
was  measured  with  the  aid  of  an  Anxiety 
Manifestation  Index  scale  that  listed  five 
sigrns  and  symptoms  of  anxiety:  agita¬ 
tion,  anxiety,  hyperactivity,  motor  dis¬ 
turbance,  and  tension.  Fatients  who  had 
no  manifestation  of  a  particular  sign  or 
symptom  were  rated  zero;  patients  with 
very  mild,  mild,  and  moderate  manifes¬ 
tation  of  a  sign  or  symptom  were  rated 
one,  two,  and  three  respectively.  Only 
patients  who  had  a  total  score  of  four  or 
mdre  were  admitted  to  the  study.  Once 
admitted,  the  subject’s  height,  weight, 
body  fi*ame,  age,  sex,  pulse  and  blood 
pressure  were  recorded.  Thereafter,  pa¬ 
tients  in  each  study  were  randomly  di¬ 
vided  into  two  groups  and  given  an 
8-week  supply  of  either  Dexedrine  (5 
milligrams  dextroamphetamine)  or 
Dexamyl  (5  milligrams  dextroamphet¬ 
amine  and  32  milligrams  amobarbi¬ 
tal).  Neither  the  investigator  nor  the 
subject  knew  which  medication  was 
being  taken.  The  subjects  w'ere  told 
to  follow  a  1,200-calorie  daily  diet,  to 
take  three  tablets  each  day  and  to 
return  every  2  weeks,  at  which  time  ad¬ 
verse  reactions,  weight,  blood  pressui-e 
and  pulse  were  recorded. 

The  purpose  of  these  investigations 
was  to  ascertain  by  two  criteria  whether 
amobarbital  contributed  to  the  claimed 
effect  by  determining  (1)  whether  fewer 
Dexamyl  patients  dropped  out  of  the 
study  than  dextroamphetamine-treated 
patients,  and  (2)  whether  patients  on 
Dexamyl  experienced  fewer  adverse  ef¬ 
fects  than  those  on  dextroamphetamine. 

These  studies  are  not  well-controlled 
within  the  meaning  of  §  314.111(a)  (5) 
for  a  number  of  reasons.  First,  it  should 
be  recognized  that  the  subjects  selected 
were  not  appropriate  for  the  purposes 
of  the  study  in  light  of  Dexamyl’s  label¬ 
ing  (§§  300.50(a)  and  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii) 
(a)  (2)  (i) ) .  Dexamyl’s  labeling  does  not 
in  any  way  indicate  that  the  drug  is  rec¬ 
ommended  for  anxious  patients,  yet  only 
patients  with  anxiety  were  entered  in  the 
study.  Results  in  this  population  cannot 
be  used  to  demonstrate  the  effectiveness 
of  Dexamyl  in  the  population  described 
in  Dexamyl’s  labeling.  The  rationale  for 
the  combination  of  drugs  in  Dexamyl  is 
that  the  amobarbital  component  will  re¬ 
duce  side  effects  due  to  the  dextroam¬ 
phetamine  component.  Such  side  effects 


presumably  occur  in  both  anxious  and 
nonanxious  persons  and  selection  of  an 
arbitrarily  chosen  subpopulation  must 
be  explained.  The  choice  of  subjects  has 
not  been  explained  nor  has  SKP  provided 
any  evidence  that  results  in  the  test 
population  could  be  generalized  to  the 
population  described  in  Dexamyl’s 
labeling. 

Even  assuming  that  anxious  patients 
were  appropriate  subjects  for  study,  the 
multi-clinic  study  is  not  well-controlled. 
It  fails  to  demonstrate  that  the  subjects 
in  test  and  control  groups  were  compa¬ 
rable  with  respect  to  the  incidence  and 
degree  of  anxiety  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii) 
(a)  (2)  (tit)).  Although  randomization 
would  in  many  instances  assure  such 
comparability,  a  check  on  the  results  of 
randomization  is  necessary  for  obviously 
pertinent  variables:  This  is  clear  from 
§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2)  (tit),  which  re¬ 
quires  that  both  the  protoool  for  a  study 
and  the  report  of  the  study  assure  com¬ 
parability  of  pertinent  variables.  The 
study  is  clearly  deficient  in  that  no  such 
analysis  was  carried  out.  Moreover,  this 
defect  cannot  be  remedied  by  further 
analyses  because  the  device  used  to 
measure  anxiety,  the  Anxiety  Manifes¬ 
tation  Index,  has  not  been  validated  and 
thus  the  study  fails  to  explain  the  meth¬ 
ods  of  observation  and  recording  of  re¬ 
sults,  including  the  variables  measured, 
quantitation,  and  assessment  of  subjects’ 
response  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (3) ). 
(Validation  refers  to  the  demonstrated 
ability  of  a  particular  index  to  detect  the 
condition  sought  to  be  determined,  in 
this  case,  anxiety. )  Because  the  Anxiety 
Manifestation  Index  is  not  a  recognized 
measure  of  anxiety  and  because  SKF  has 
not  provided  any  evidence  to  support  its 
validity,  there  can  be  no  assurance  that 
the  test  and  control  groups  were  com¬ 
parable  with  respect  to  either  the  inci¬ 
dence  or  severity  of  anxiety  (§314.111 
(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2)  (hi) ). 

Assurance  of  test  and  control  group 
comparability  is  further  precluded  by  the 
absence  of  evidence  that  each  investiga¬ 
tor  had  experience  or  training  in  apply¬ 
ing  psychological  measuring  scales. 
Without  this  information  there  is  no  as¬ 
surance,  even  if  the  Anxiety  Manifesta¬ 
tion  Index  scale  had  been  validated,  that 
it  was  properly  used  by  any  of  the  in¬ 
vestigators. 

The  absence  of  evidence  of  validation 
and  proper  utilization  of  the  Anxiety 
Manifestation  Index  precludes  a  demon¬ 
stration  of  group  comparability  and  ren¬ 
ders  these  studies,  on  their  face,  less  than 
well-controlled  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a) 
(2)  (hi). 

Methods  of  observation  and  recording 
of  subjects’  response  are  not  explained 
(§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (3)).  No  expla¬ 
nation  is  provided  as  to  whether  the  in¬ 
vestigators  evaluated  subjects  solely  on 
the  basis  of  their  own  observations,  or  on 
the  basis  of  questions  asked  the  subjects, 
or  both.  This  is  particularly  critical  since 
SKF’s  own  investigators  (Feinblat-t  & 
Ferguson,  supra)  have  acknowledged 
that  soliciting  adverse  reaction  Informa¬ 
tion,  instead  of  recording  spontaneous 


comments,  yields  an  unusually  high  in¬ 
cidence  of  side  effects.  As  stated  pre¬ 
viously,  this  raises  a  questicn  whether 
report^  adverse  effects  were  attribut¬ 
able  to  the  drug  or  to  subject  suscep¬ 
tibility  to  physician  suggestion.  Further¬ 
more,  if  evaluations  were  based  on 
specific  questions,  it  is  not  explained 
whether  subjects  were  asked  if  they  were 
experiencing  specific  adverse  reactions 
(e.g..  Did  you  experience  insomnia  on  the 
medication?)  or  whether  only  general 
questions  were  asked  (e.g..  Did  you  ex¬ 
perience  anything  unusual  on  the  medi¬ 
cation?).  Where  adverse  reaction  data 
are  susceptible  to  physician  suggestion, 
such  informaticxi  is  essential  in  evaluat¬ 
ing  the  results.  The  absence  of  specific 
information  regarding  the  precise  ques¬ 
tions  asked  is  also  critical  because  we 
are  not  told  whether,  and  if  so  what,  at¬ 
tempts  were  made  to  detect  adverse  re¬ 
actions  possibly  caused  by  amobarbital. 
As  shown  above,  it  is  quite  misleading  to 
claim  that  dextroamphatamine’s  side  ef¬ 
fects  are  reduced  if,  as  indicated  in 
Dexamyl’s  labeling,  the  second  compo- 
nnt,  amobarbital,  is  responsible  for  side 
effects  of  its  own. 

'The  necessity  for  more  information 
about  the  methods  of  observation  and 
recording  of  subjects’  response  Is  in¬ 
creased  by  use  of  the  Anxiety  Manifesta¬ 
tion  Index  because  the  “adverse  reac¬ 
tions”  recorded  by  the  investigators  are 
in  some  cases  the  very  signs  and  symp¬ 
toms  that  constituted  the  basis  for  en¬ 
tering  these  patients  into  the  study.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  there  is  no  way  to  be  sure,  in 
the  absence  of  a  detailed  explanation  of 
methods  of  recording  results,  that  a  par¬ 
ticular  response  is  a  true  adverse  reac¬ 
tion  or  mere  persistence  of  a  preexisting 
condition.  In  the  Schneyer  study,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  the  11  “adverse  reactions”  on 
dextroamphetamine  consisted  (apart 
from  1  instance  of  diarrhea,  2  instances 
of  insomnia — as  noted  earlier,  insomnia 
does  not  require  day-long  use  of  a  seda¬ 
tive — and  1  instance  of  tachycardia)  of 
6  instances  of  agitation  and  1  of  tension. 
“Agitation”  ana  “tension”  are  two  of  the 
five  anxiety  parameters  that  make  up  the 
Anxiety  Manifestation  Index,  which  re¬ 
cords  that  all  of  the  people  involved  had 
some  degree  of  agitation  and  tension 
prior  to  entering  the  study.  It  Is  not  clear 
how  Schneyer  decided  that  agitation  and 
tension  were  adverse  reactions  when  the 
subjects  had  these  conditions  before  tak¬ 
ing  any  drug.  It  is  possible  he  recorded 
as  an  adverse  reaction  every  instance  in 
which  an  element  of  the  Anxiety  Mani¬ 
festation  Index  worsened  compared  to 
the  pretreatment  evaluation.  Even  this 
is  not  stated  explicitly,  however,  and  the 
scale  may  not  have  been  used  at  all  after 
initial  selection  of  patients.  In  any  case, 
it  is  not  clear  that  an  instance  of  one  ele¬ 
ment  worsening  is  a  true  adverse  reac¬ 
tion.  To  consider  such  findings  we  must 
have  some  information  regarding  the 
spontaneous  fluctuations  of  the  elements 
of  the  Anxiety  Manifestation  Index  over 
the  8-week  period  of  the  study.  They  al¬ 
most  certainly  wax  and  wane  spontane¬ 
ously,  so  that  it  is  not  at  all  obvious,  for 
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example,  that  a  finding  of  “mild”  ten¬ 
sion  or  agitation  at  a  particular  follow¬ 
up  visit  in  a  patient  who  was  rated  as 
having  a  “very  mild”  tension  or  agita¬ 
tion  prior  to  treatment  should  be  con- 
siderkl  a  drug-related  “adverse  reac¬ 
tion.”  It  may  well  have  been  a  spontane¬ 
ous  fluctuation  of  the  particiUar  mani¬ 
festation.  A  similar  question  is  raised  by 
recorded  Incidents  of  insomnia,  a  mani¬ 
festation  not  listed  on  the  Anxiety  Mani¬ 
festation  Index.  The  invesigators  should 
have  stated,  but  did  not,  whether  pa¬ 
tients  were  asked  if  they  had  trouble 
sleeping  prior  to  entering  the  study.  If 
they  were  and  the  answer  was  “Yes,”  the 
insomnia  could  well  have  been  another 
instance  of  a  i>erslsting,  preexisting 
complaint. 

In  short,  without  a  more  detailed  ex¬ 
planation  of  the  method  of  eliciting  and 
recording  adverse  reaction  data  and 
without  dociunented  informa  ticm  regard¬ 
ing  the  range  of  each  patient’s  sponta¬ 
neous  fluctuations  of  the  various  symp¬ 
toms,  it  is  impossible  to  assess  the  valid¬ 
ity  or  even  interpret  the  results  of  this 
series  of  studies  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (il)  ' 
(a) (3)  and  (c)). 

These  studies  failed  to  assure  compa¬ 
rability  of  test  and  control  groups  in  an¬ 
other,  highly  pertinent  variable:  previous 
hishMy  of  dextrocunphetamine  use  (§  314. 
111(a)  (5)  (U)  (a)  (2)  (iti) ) .  It  is  generally 
recognized  that  amphetamines  as  a  class 
can  produce  both  tolerance  and  depend¬ 
ence,  as  the  labeling  for  Dexamyl  ac¬ 
knowledges: 

Anqihetamlnes  have  a  slgniflcant  potential 
iat  abuse.  Tcderance  and  extreme  psychologi¬ 
cal  dependence  have  occurred.  There  are 
reports  of  patients  who  have  increased  dos¬ 
age  to  many  times  that  recommended.  For 
these  reasons,  care  should  be  used  In  the 
selection  of  candidates  for  ‘Dexamyl’  ther- 

i^y  •  •  •. 

It  is  thus  apparent  that  a  subject’s  prior 
history  of  amphetamine  use  may  affect 
not  only  the  incidence  of  various  side  ef¬ 
fects,  but  .also  the  subject’s  iJercepticm  of 
these  side  effects  as  adverse  reactions. 
For  example,  a  pati^t  who  finds  the 
stimulatory  ^ects  of  such  drugs  pleas¬ 
urable,  or  at  least  not  impleasant,  might 
report  such  effects  differently  frcan  a 
patient  who  found  them  distressing,  or 
might  not  report  them  at  all.  Although 
such  patients  not  per  se  unsuitable 
for  study,  it  is*  obviously  vital  that  test 
and  ccmtrol  groups  be  c(»nparable  with 
respect  to  this  variable.  The  exclusion 
by  8FK  of  patients  who  had  used  drugs 
within  2  we^s  of  the  studies’  Initiation 
does  not  provide  such  c(xnparability  but 
merely  assures  that  there  is  no  persisting 
drug  effect  in  the  persons  studied. 

In  several  respects,  SKF  failed  to  dem- 
S  onstrate  that  the  data  from  the  five  In- 

I  vestlgators  could  be  cmnbined  for  statis- 

‘  tical  analysis  because  it  was  not  shown 

I  that  each  block  of  patients,  in  any  single 

study  or  in  all  five  studies,  was  similar 
i  with  respect  to  either  the  presence  or  the 

)  degree  of  anxiety  (S  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii) 

(a)  (2)  (iii) ) .  Because  each  investigator 
>  may  have  used  widely  varying  criteria  to 

.  measure  anxiety,  and  because  the  effect 


of  different  degrees  of  anxiety  on  side 
effects  is  unknown,  it  is  impermissible  to 
pool  the  results  of  these  investigators.  A 
further  obstacle  to  pooling  is  the  inves¬ 
tigators’  failure  to  show  that  each  block 
of  subjects  was  comparable  with  respect 
to  (1)  prior  history  of  amphetamine  use, 
(2)  the  manner  in  which  each  investi¬ 
gator  elicited  adverse  reaction  data 
and/or  (3)  the  method  used  to  record 
adverse  reactions. 

In  assessing  the  results  of  the  multi¬ 
ple-investigator  study,  SKF  concluded 
that  “the  data  do  not  support  the  hy¬ 
pothesis  that  anticipated  a  lower  dropout 
rate  in  favor  of  Dexamyl — approximately 
the  same  number  of  patients  discon¬ 
tinued  each  medication  before  the  end  of 
the  recommended  8 -week  study  interval.” 

In  support  of  the  second  hypothesis 
(that  Dexamyl  patients  would  experience 
fewer  adverse  reactions  than  dextroam¬ 
phetamine  patients),  SKF  claims  that, 
for  the  combined  analysis,  only  19  per¬ 
cent  (14  of  74)  of  the  patients  who  used 
Dexamyl  experienced  adverse  reactions 
while  34  percent  (25  of  73)  of  the  dex¬ 
troamphetamine  patients  had  adverse 
reactions.  Smith,  Kline  and  French 
claimed  that  this  result  is  statistically 
significant,  and  also  argued  that  the  re¬ 
sults  of  each  Individual  study,  separately 
examined,  favored  Dexamyl. 

The  Commissioner  has  already  de¬ 
scribed  many  clear  deficiencies  in  the  in¬ 
dividual  studies  making  up  the  multi- 
investigator  study.  Because  the  combined 
analysis  is  the  siun  of  these  inadequately 
controlled  studies,  it  can  no  more  consti¬ 
tute  an  adequate  and  well-controlled 
study  than  they  can,  even  if  pooling  of 
data  had  been  justified  by  SKF.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  a  multi-clinic  study  is  still  only  a 
single  study  and,  even  if  adequate  and 
well-controUed,  could  not,  standing 
alone,  constitute  substantial  evidence  of 
effectiveness  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  505(b)  of  the  act,  which  requires  at 
least  two  such  Investigations.  Moreover, 
the  advantage  of  Dexamyl  over  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  in  the  combined  analysis 
ari^  almost  entirely  from  the  Schneyer 
and  Perloff  studies,  which  are  the  two 
most  seriously  flawed  studies  in  the 
series. 

Smith,  Kline  and  French  argued  that 
the  results  of  each  individual  study,  sep¬ 
arately  examined,  favored  Dexamyl. 
However,  only  in  the  Schneyer  study  (11 
adverse  reactions  for  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  patients  and  5  for  Dexamyl  pa¬ 
tients)  did  SKF  argue  that  the  results 
were  statistically  significant. 

The  Schneyer  study  has  been  disciissed 
briefly  above.  Of  the  11  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  adverse  reactions,  only  4  may  have 
represented  new  ssunptoms  in  the  pa¬ 
tients  involved:  2  instances  of  insomnia, 
1  of  tachycardia,  and  1  of  diarrhea. 
There  is  little  reason  to  suppose,  nor  is  it 
claimed  by  SKF,  that  amobarbital  would 
prevent  diarrhea,  and  this  reaction  is 
thus  not  relevant  to  Dexamyl.  Also,  as 
noted  earlier,  the  presence  of  insomnia 
prior  to  the  study  cannot  be  determined 
and,  in  any  case,  insomnia  is  not  an  ad¬ 
verse  effect  that  would  justify  all-day 


sedation;  nocturnal  sedation  would  be 
the  appropriate  treatment.  The  remain¬ 
ing  seven  “adverse  effects”  consist  of 
agitation  (six  instances)  and  tension 
(one  instance).  The  terms  “agitation” 
and  “tension”  also  happen  to  be  two  of 
the  five  parameters  vised  to  measure  the 
patients’  initial  anxiety  level  and  virtu¬ 
ally  all  of  the  patients  in  the  study  had 
some  degree  of  agitation  and  anxiety 
when  they  entered  the  study.  Agitation 
and  tension  are  thus  not  new  findings  in 
these  patients.  As  noted  above,  it  is  xm- 
clear  when  or  why  Schneyer  called  agi¬ 
tation  or  anxiety  (present  in  patients 
before  any  drug  was  given)  an  adverse 
reaction,  but  it  is  possible  he  did  so  when 
they  appeared  to  become  more  severe 
during  the  course  of  the  study.  This  is 
uncertain,  however,  and  there  is  no  evi¬ 
dence  that  a  complete  new  Anxiety 
Manifestation  Index  was  performed  at 
each  visit.  Without  such  data,  it  is  im¬ 
possible  to  tell  what  the  spontaneous 
fluctuation  of  the  various  parameters 
was  and  a  minor  change  in  a  parameter, 
e.g.,  from  “very  mild”  to  “mild,”  is  of  un¬ 
certain  significance;  it  certainly  is  not 
necessarily  an  adverse  reaction  and  may 
represent  mere  spontaneous  fluctuation. 
It  is  thus  clear  that  the  description  of 
methods  of  observation  in  the  Schneyer 
study  is  entirely  insufficient  to  permit 
evaluation  of  the  results  of  the  study 
(§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (3)).  The  Dexa¬ 
myl  group’s  five  reported  adverse  effects 
included  one  diarrhea  and  one  insomnia, 
as  well  as  three  worsenings  of  an  element 
of  the  Anxiety  Manifestation  Index. 
When  these  variations  of  the  rating  scale 
elements  are  discounted,  the  adverse  ef¬ 
fects  are  few  and  obviously  not  signifi¬ 
cantly  different  for  the  two  groups. 

It  is  noteworthy  that  four  other  studies 
supposedly  conducted  using  a  protocol 
identical  to  Schneyer’s  gave  results  in 
no  way  resembling  the  Schneyer  study. 
In  any  event,  no  single  study  csin  of  it¬ 
self  constitute  substantial  evidence  of 
effectiveness  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  505(b)  of  the  act,  which  requires  at 
least  two  such  investigations. 

The  Perloff  study  was.  after  Sdineyer, 
the  study  that  most  favored  Dexamyl, 
although  not  to  a  statistically  significant 
degree  (three  adverse  effects  for  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  and  none  for  Dexamyl). 
The  reported  adverse  effects  were,  in 
every  case,  “CWS  stimulation,”  a  term 
of  imcertsiin  meaning  or  significance, 
particularly  in  patients  who  were  char¬ 
acterized.  before  receiving  any  medica¬ 
tion.  as  agitated,  anxious,  and  tense,  l.e.. 
who  already  showed  “Cira  stimulation." 
This  constitutes  an  obvious  failure  to  ex¬ 
plain  the  “assessment  of  any  subject’s 
response”  in  5  314.111(a)  (5)  (il)  (a)  (3). 
Moreover,  the  Perloff  study  is  flawed  by 
an  extremely  high  (nearly  80  percent) 
dropout  rate.  Only  two  Dexamyl  and 
three  dextroamphetamine  patients  com¬ 
pleted  the  entire  8 -week  study.  Seven 
Dexamyl  patients  and  three  dextroam¬ 
phetamine  patients  remained  in  the 
study  for  2  weeks  or  less.  Overall,  the 
study  appeared  to  favor  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  in  that  patients  on  that  drug 
stayed  on  therapy  for  a  longer  time. 
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The  effects  of  this  severe  dropout  rate 
(e.g.,  maintenance  of  comparability  of 
pertinent  variables  (I  314.111(a)  (5)  (11) 
(a)  (2)  («1) )  were  not  analyzed,  nor  were 
the  reasons  for  dropping  out  ascertained 
in  most  cases.  The  study  is  virtually  un¬ 
interpretable  and  it  cannot  be  considered 
remotely  and  adequate  and  well-con¬ 
trolled,  either  standing  alone  or  as  part 
of  the  ixKjled  results. 

The  Respess  and  Noble  studies  each 
rei>orted  the  same  number  of  adverse  ef¬ 
fects  for  the  Dexamyl  and  dextroamphe¬ 
tamine  groups  and  thus  do  not  suggest 
any  benefit  from  amobarbital.  Conte  re- 
ix)rted  two  adverse  effects  for  the  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  group,  none  for  the  Dex¬ 
amyl  group,  but  this  was  not  a  statisti¬ 
cally  significant  difference. 

Smith,  Kline  and  French’s  attempt  to 
interpret  the  Conte  and  Perloff  studies 
more  favorably  for  Dexamyl  by  coimting 
the  number  of  patients  who  had  their 
doses  reduced  is  meaningless.  If  doses 
were  reduced  because  of  an  adverse  reac¬ 
tion  then  the  reaction  should  have  been 
recorded;  a  dose  reduction  not  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  recorded  adverse  reaction 
demonstrates  the  need  for  more  detailed 
information  regarding  the  method  for 
identifying  and  recording  this  type  of 
data. 

Analysis  of  the  individual  studies  thus 
reveals  that  each  is  fatally  flawed  in  a 
number  of  ways  and,  in  any  case,  that 
only  one  is  even  claimed  to  show  a  sta¬ 
tistically  significant  advantage  for  Dex¬ 
amyl.  These  flawed  studies  cannot  be 
combined  to  produce  a  study  that  is  any 
better  than  its  inadequate  parts.  The 
multiclinic  study  is  thus,  whether  ana¬ 
lyzed  as  pooled  data  or  an  individual 
studies,  not  adequate  or  well-controlled, 
and  cannot  constitute  or  contribute  to 
substantial  evidence  for  the  effectiveness 
of  Dexamyl. 

(d)  “Double-Blind  Comparison  of  Dex¬ 
amyl  Tablets  (5  milligrams  dextroam¬ 
phetamine  and  32  milligrams  amobar¬ 
bital)  and  Dextroamphetamine  (5  milli¬ 
grams  dextroamphetamine)  in  Twenty 
Overweight  ‘Non-Anxlous’  Subjects,” 
J,  C.  Respess,  unpublished,  1973.  With 
one  exception,  the  author  used  the  same 
protocol  followed  in  the  multiple  investi¬ 
gator  study  in  paragraph  (c)  above.  The 
previous  study  admitted  only  those  pa¬ 
tients  who  had  a  score  of  four  or  more 
on  the  Anxiety  Manifestation  Index ;  only 
subjects  who  had  a  score  of  three  or  less, 
l.e.,  "Nonanxious”  patients,  were  sup¬ 
posed  to  be  admitted  to  this  study. 

Examination  of  patient  report  forms 
shows  that  the  investigator  failed  to 
follow  his  own  protocol.  Of  the  20  pa¬ 
tients,  8  (40  percent)  had  anxiety  scores 
exceeding  3  and  thus,  according  to  the 
author’s  own  criteria,  were  not  “non¬ 
anxious.”  Of  course,  as  before,  without  a 
validated  scale  and  without  evidence  that 
this  investigator  is  trained  and  experi¬ 
enced  in  using  such  scales,  there  can  be 
no  assurance  that  the  test  and  control 
groups  were  comparable  with  respect  to 
either  the  incidence  or  degree  of  anxiety 
(8  314.111(a) (5)  (11)  (a)  (2)  («f)). 

Most  important,  the  resxilts  of  this 
study  do  not  support  the  SKF  claim  be¬ 


cause  the  author  reported  that  of  the  10 
patients  given  dextroamphetamine  only 
1  experienced  an  adverse  reaction  where¬ 
as  2  of  the  10  Dexamyl  patients  had  ad¬ 
verse  reactions. 

It  is  noteworthy  that  this  is  a  fifth 
study  with  substantially  the  same  design 
as  Schneyer’s  that  fails  to  duplicate  his 
results. 

B.  ANORECTIC  EFFECT — CLINICAL 
INVESTIGATIONS , 

Many  of  these  studies  were  reviewed 
above  in  section  m.A.,  “(Contribution  of 
Amobarbital.”  The  methodologies  of 
these  studies  will  be  repeated  here  only 
insofar  as  they  pertain  to  the  anorectic 
claims. 

1.  Elixir.  No  data  were  submitted  by 
SKF  in  support  of  the  claimed  anorectic 
effectiveness  for  this  dosage  form. 

2.  Spansule  capsules.  Four  articles  were 
identified  by  SKF  to  support  the  claimed 
anorectic  effect  of  the  Spansule  capsules. 
These  are  evaluated  below. 

(a)  “Anorexia  and  Central  Nervous 
System  Stimulation,”  T.  M.  Feinblatt  and 
E.  A.  Ferguson,  reviewed  in  section 
in.A.2.  of  this  notice.  This  study  was  con¬ 
ducted  to  discover  whether  “damiiening” 
the  stimulatory  effects  of  dextroamphet¬ 
amine  interfered  with  its  anorectic  effect. 

The  study  is  not,  however,  adequate 
and  well-controlled  because  it  does  not 
permit  quantitative  comparison  of  the 
results  of  drug  treatment  with  an  ap¬ 
propriate  control  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii) 
(a)  (4) )  and  because  the  study  is  gross¬ 
ly  lacking  In  details  necessary  for  scien¬ 
tific  evaluation  (8  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (c)). 
The  study  design  itself  is  faulty  because 
failure  to  provide  a  washout  period  be¬ 
tween  drug  treatments  makes  it  impos¬ 
sible  to  determine  whether  any  weight 
loss  observed  was  due  to  Dexamyl  or  to 
the  cumulative  effects  of  the  other  active 
treatments,  and  comparison  between 
treatments  is  impossible.  It  should  be 
noted  that  SKF  recognized  the  need  for 
such  a  washout  c>eriod  in  its  analysis  of 
the  Bargmeyer  and  Bauer  study  (see 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  below).  In 
addition,  the  data  are  analyzed  in  such 
a  way  that  weight  loss  on  Dexamyl  is 
never  quantitatively  compared  to  weight 
loss  on  placebo  or  any  other  drug.  The 
authors’  conclusion  that  “on  the  average, 
patients  on  active  drug  lost  about  a 
pound  a  week;  some  lost  more,  some 
less”  does  not  refer  specifically  to  the 
anorectic  effectiveness  of  Dexamyl  and 
does  not  permit  any  conclusions  to  be 
drawn  as  to  whether  Dexamyl  patients 
lost  more  weight  than  placebo  patients 
of  for  that  matter,  lost  any  weight  at 
all.  This  casual  means  of  presenting  data 
is  plainly  inadequate  to  permit  scientific 
evaluation  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (il)  (c) ). 

Accordingly,  the  authors’  conclusion 
that  amobarbital  does  not  compromise 
the  appetite  suppressant  effects  of  dex¬ 
troamphetamine  is  not,  and  cannot  be, 
supported  by  this  study. 

The  study  is  less  than  well-controlled 
for  other  reasons.  The  authors  did  not 
characterize  the  subjects  under  study 
with  resi>ect  to  the  degnree  or  etiology  of 
obesity  (8  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2)  (0 ). 


Without  these  data  there  is  no  way  to  as¬ 
sure  that  subjects  were  suitable  for  the 
study.  They  also  did  not  explain  such 
fundamental  methods  of  observation  and 
recording  of  results  as  steps  taken  to 
minimize  bias  on  the  part  of  the  analysts 
or  the  data,  whether  care  was  taken  to 
weigh  subjects  at  the  same  tiine  of  day, 
whether  the  same  scales  were  used  at 
each  weighing,  whether  the  same  individ¬ 
ual  conducted  each  weighing  in  and/or 
whether  menstrual  cycles  of  females  were 
considered  (8  314.111(a)(5)  (ii)  (a)  (3) 
and  (4) ) .  These  details  cannot  be  over¬ 
looked  in  a  study  designed  to  measure 
weight  loss. 

(b)  “An  Anorectic /Tranquilizer  Com¬ 
bination  in  the  Treatment  of  Over¬ 
weight,”  Captain  E.  Bargmeyer  and 
Captain  C.  R.  Bauer,  unpublished  study, 
1964.  A  separate  statistical  critique  was 
submitted  by  SKF  for  this  study.  This 
was  a  two-phase,  double-blind  study  de¬ 
signed  to  t^t  whether  active  medications 
were  more  effective  than  placebo.  In  the 
first  phase  (4  weeks  in  length) ,  163  of  234 
overweight  patients  were  randomly  as¬ 
signed  to  2  weeks’  treatment  with  eitlier 
Dexamyl  Spansule  capsules  (15  milli¬ 
grams  dextroamphetamine  and  97  milli¬ 
grams  amobarbital)  or  Eskatrol  Spansule 
capsules  (15  milligrams  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  and  7.5  milligrams  prochlorpera¬ 
zine)  and  then  switched  to  the  other 
medication  for  the  remaining  2  weeks. 
At  the  end  of  this  4-week  period,  each 
subject  was  asked  for  a  drug  preference 
(first  or  second  drug)  and  was  continued 
on  the  preferred  drug  for  the  second  8- 
week  phase.  As  a  control,  71  subjects  were 
divided  into  2  groups  and  treated  with  a 
placebo  that  matched  Dexamyl  or  a 
placebo  that  matched  Eskatrol,  and  then 
switched  to  the  other  placebo  for  2  weeks. 
At  the  end  of  4  weeks,  these  subjects  were 
also  asked  for  preference  (which  plawiebo) 
and  instructed  to  continue  it  for  the  sec¬ 
ond  8-week  phase.  All  subjects  were  in¬ 
structed  to  take  one  capsule  a  day  and  to 
avoid  high  calorie  foods. 

(i)  Phase  I.  The  first  phase  of  the 
study  is  not  well-controlled  because  the 
study  report  does  not  include  a  method 
of  assigning  patients  to  treatment  and 
control  groups  in  a  way  that  mini¬ 
mizes  bias  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2) 
(ti) ) .  Usually  this  is  accomplished  by  as¬ 
signing  patients  to  treatment  and  control 
groups  in  a  random  fashion,  e.g.,  using  a 
table  of  random  numbers.  Although  the 
report  indicates  that  patients  receiving 
active  treatment  were  assigned  randomly 
to  either  Dexamyl  or  Eskatrol,  there  is 
no  such  assurance  that  the  assignment 
was  random  between  active  drug  and 
placebo  groups.  Although  the  details  of 
how  patients  were  assigned  to  active  drug 
and  control  groups  are  not  provided  (it¬ 
self  a  critical  defect  which  renders  the 
study  clearly  inadequate,  (8  314.111(a) 
(5)  (ii)  (a)  (2)  (ii) ) ,  the  Isinguage  of  the 
report  suggests  that  168  patients  were 
chosen  and  given  the  2  active  drugs  in  a 
crossover  design  and  that  a  wholly  sepa¬ 
rate  group  of  71  patients  was  selected  and 
given  placebos,  also  in  a  crossover  d«yign 
This  technique  does  not  constitute  any 
attempt  to  minimize  bias,  as  is  necessary 
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to  preclude  the  possibility  that  an  in¬ 
vestigator  might,  consciously  or  uncon¬ 
sciously,  assign  individuals  to  the  test 
drug  group  (£>examyl)  who,  for  one  rea¬ 
son  or  another,  would  prejudice  the  re¬ 
sults  in  favor  of  the  t^t  drug,  e.g..  M- 
signing  individuals  to  the  Dexamyl  grouii 
who  show  evidence  of  greater  determina¬ 
tion  or  who  have  had  past  success  in 
weight  loss  programs. 

The  method  of  patient  assignment  fails 
to  help  assure  that  test  and  control 
groups  were  initially  comparable  with 
respect  to  pertinent  variables,  such  as 
age,  sex,  degree  of  obesity,  prior  history 
of  weight  loss  and  history  of  ampheta¬ 
mine  use  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2) 
(it!)).  Moreover,  no  analysis  was  pro¬ 
vided  comparing  distribution  of  such 
variables  in  the  two  groups,  as  is  clearly 
required  by  regulation,  wMch  states  that 
both  the  protocol  for  the  study  and  the 
report  of  the  study  must  assure  com¬ 
parability  of  pertinent  variables  (5  314.- 
111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2)  («i) ).  Accordingly, 
there  can  be  no  assurance  that  observed 
effects  were  attributable  to  the  test  drug 
rather  than  to  one  or  more  of  the  varia¬ 
bles  that  may  have  be^  unevenly  dis¬ 
tributed  betweai  the  groups. 

Hie  authors  also  failed  to  conduct  a 
second  followup  analysis  to  show  that 
test  and  control  groups  were  still  com¬ 
parable  at  the  conclusion  of  the  first 
phase  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2)  (iff) ) . 
This  is  necessary  to  ensure  that  the  high 
dropout  rate  during  this  phase  (31  of  71 
placebo  patients  and  48  of  163  patients 
on  active  medications)  did  not  alter  the 
composition  of  the  test  and  control 
groups  with  respect  to  pertinent  vari¬ 
ables. 

The  authors  did  not  explain  the 
methods  of  observation  and  recording  of 
results  within  the  meaning  of,  and  as 
required  by,  §  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (3). 
For  example,  no  explanation  is  provided 
as  to  whether  or  not  care  was  taken  to 
weigh  patients  at  the  same  time  of  day. 
whether  subjects  were  consistently 
weighed  with  or  without  clothes,  whether 
the  same  individuals  conducted  each 
weighing,  and/or  whether  menstrual 
cycles  of  females  were  taken  Into  ac¬ 
count.  Without  this  Information,  It  is 
difficult  to  assess  the'  accuracy  and/or 
reliability  of  the  data.  Nor  shc^d  these 
details  be  omitted  in  a  study  designed  to 
measure  weight  loss. 

The  authors  claim  that  first  phase 
average  weekly  weight  loss  with  active 
drugs  was  approximately  three  times 
that  of  placebo,  but  no  actual  numbers 
are  provided  and  neither  6KF  nor  the 
authors  have  provided  a  statistical  anal¬ 
ysis  to  determine  whether  these  findings 
are  statistically  significant  (S  314.111(a) 
(5)  (11)  (o)  (5)).  In  anji)  event,  SKP  ap¬ 
pears  to  doubt  that  the  results  of  the  first 
phase  can  be  used  to  support  the  claimed 
anorectic  effectiveness  of  Dexamyl  be¬ 
cause  the  firm  states  in  its  repoit  that 
“four  weeks  is  not  long  enough  to  con¬ 
duct  a  weight  regimen  program.- 

(11)  Phase  II.  The  second  8-week 
phase  of  the  study  is  also  not  well-con¬ 
trolled  because,  like  the  first  phase,  it 
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failed  to  assign  patients  to  test  groups 
in  a  way  that  minimizes  bi^  and  as¬ 
sures  comparability  of  treatment  and 
control  groups  jdth  respect  to  pertinent 
variables  (S  314.111(a)  (5)  (U)  (a)  (2)  (ii) 
and  (iii)).  It  has  already  been  pointed 
out  that  patients  do  not  £«pear  to  have 
been  assigned  randomly  to  the  active 
drug  and  placebo  groups  inJEhaseT,  nor 
was  the  comparability  of  the  groups  with 
respect  to  pertinent  variables  assessed. 
The  second  phase  used  the  patients  who 
had  completed  the  first  phase  (almost 
one-third  of  the  Phase  I  patients  had 
dropped  out  of  the  first  phase)  and  then 
reassigned  them,  but,  a^n,  not  in  ran¬ 
dom  fashion.  In  fact,  SKF  stated  in  its 
analysis  of  the  second  phase,  “patients 
were  not  randomly  assigned  to  the 
drugs.”  Patients  were  allowed  to  select 
their  treatment  on  the  basis  of  personal 
preference.  Diu'ing  the  second  phase,  an 
additional  60  patients,  nearly  40  per¬ 
cent  of  those  who  started  the  phase, 
dropped  out  before  the  study  was  com¬ 
pleted.  Such  dropouts  could  easily  upset 
whatever  group  comparability  existed  at 
the  start  of  this  phase.  Despite  this, 
comparability  of  the  two  groups  was  not 
analyzed. 

The  second  phase  of  the  study,  like 
the  firsts  did  not  explain  method  of 
observing  and  recording  results 
(§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (3)),  the  statis¬ 
tical  methods  used  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii) 
(a)  (5) ) ,  or  measLires  taken  to  minimize 
bias  on  the  part  of  the  analysts  of  the 
data  (S  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (4) ) . 

The  authors  report  that  during  the 
8-week  period  of  the  second  phase,  Dex¬ 
amyl  patients  lost  an  average  of  1.29 
pounds  per  week,  while  placebo  patients 
lost  an  average  of  0.88  pound  per  week. 
For  the  entire  12-week  study  both  the 
authors  and  SKF  claimed  that  average 
weight  loss  with  the  two  combinations 
was  almost  equal  and  that  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  weight  loss  with  drugs  and 
weight  loss  with  placebo  was  statistically 
significant.  However,  since  the  study  was 
not  well-controlled  for  the  reasons  de¬ 
tailed  above,  neither  the  study  nor  SKF's 
supplemental  critique  provides  substan¬ 
tial  evidence  to  support  the  claim  that 
Dexamyl  is  an  effective  anorectic. 

TTie  separate  statistical  critique  sub¬ 
mitted  by  SEIF  raises  more  questions 
than  it  answers  when  it  states  “the  au¬ 
thors’  [sic]  chose  to  omit  some  of  the 
data,”  and  when  it  states  there  were 
some  “minor  disagreements  in  numbers 
because  all  the  little  decisions  that  are 
needed  to  siunmarize  clinical  data  were 
not  recorded.”  Moreover,  the  SKF  cri¬ 
tique  provides  different  numbers  (than 
the  authors)  for  patients  entered  into 
the  study  (168  on  active  drug  rather 
than  163),  for  the  number  of  dropouts 
at  the  end  of  4  weeks  (53  rather  than 
48) ,  and  for  the  n\unber  of  patients  who 
generated  final  results  (157  active  drug 
patients  rather  than  115,  and  65  placebo 
patients  rather  than  40).  These  differ¬ 
ences  are  not  explained.  In  view  of  these 
representations  by  SKF,  in  view  of  the 
different  figures  presented  by  the  two  re¬ 
ports,  and  in  view  of  the  total  absence  of 


raw  data,  neither  the  study  nor  SKF’s 
statistical  analysis  is  acceptable  even  as 
corroborative  support  for  a  well-con- 
troUed  study  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (c) ). 

(c)  “A  Comparison  of  Prolonged-Jle- 
lease  Amphetamine-Barbiturate  Com¬ 
binations  in  the  Short-term  Manage¬ 
ment  of  Obesity,”  F.  P.  Roland,  “Clinical 
Medicine.”  pp.  805-809,  May  1965.  In 
this  crossover  study  designed  to  com¬ 
pare  2  amphetamine -sedative  combina¬ 
tions,  ICO  obese  subjects  were  divided 
into  2  equal  grouns  and  assigned  either 
Dexamyl  (10  miligrams  dextroamphet¬ 
amine  and  65  milligrams  amobarbital) 
or  another  combination  (10  milligrams 
methamphetamine  HCl  and  60  milli¬ 
grams  pentobarbital  sodium)  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  2  weeks.  At  the  end  of  2  weeks, 
the  subjects  were  crossed  over  to  the 
other  medication.  Subjects  selected  their 
own  diets  and  were  told  to  take  one  cap¬ 
sule  daily. 

This  study  is  clearly  deficient  ih  that 
it  does  not  provide  a  comparison  of  the 
results  of  treatment  with  an  appropriate 
control  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (4) ) .  The 
regLilations  provide  for  several  kinds  of 
control  including  an  “active  treatment 
control,”  i.e.,  an  “effective  regimen  of 
therapy.”  The  comparison  treatment  in 
this  study,  however,  is  not  such  an  effec¬ 
tive  regimen.  Although  the  Commissioner 
has  recognized  that  methamphetamine 
and  dextroamphetamine,  when  used  as 
single  entities,  are  effective  anorectic 
agents  (as  set  forth  in  the  revision  of 
§  310.504  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  February  12,  1973  (38  FR  4248) ), 
he  has  made  no  such  finding  for  anorec¬ 
tic  combinations  generally  or  for  the 
specific  methamphetamine-pentobarbi- 
tal  combination  used  in  this  study.  It  is 
thus  of  no  use  whatsoever  to  compare 
Dexamyl  to  this  combination  drug  whose 
anorectic  effectiveness  has  not  been 
established. 

The  author  failed  to  state  what  steps, 
if  any,  were  taken  to  minimize  bias  on 
the  part  of  the  subjects,  observers,  or 
analysts  of  the  data  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii) 
(a)  (4) ) .  For  example,  there  is  no  indica¬ 
tion  whether  this  study  was  conducted 
imder  double-blind  or  single-blind  condi¬ 
tions,  or  whether,  as  SKF  states  in  its 
sununary,  nonblind  conditions  prevailed, 
i.e.,  both  patients  and  investigators  knew 
which  medication  was  being  given.  To 
rule  out  the  possibility  of  Introducing 
physician  encouragement  and/or  subject 
expectations  as  causes  of  weight  loss,  it 
is  desirable  that  anorectic  trials  be 
double-blind. 

Finally.  SKF  admits  that  this  study  is 
not  a  well-controlled  clinical  investiga¬ 
tion. 

(d)  “The  Use  of  a  Sustained-Release 
d-Amphetamine-Amobarbital  Prepara¬ 
tion  in  the  Treatment  of  Obesity,”  R.  P. 
Shapiro  and  K.  I.  Mlchaile,  “Interna¬ 
tional  Record  of  Medicine  and  General 
Practice  Clinics,”  pp.  638-641,  October 
1956.  In  this  double-blind,  crossover 
study,  39  obese  patients  were  placed  on 
a  low  calorie  diet  (1,000  to  1,400  calories) 
for  periods  ranging  from  2  to  18  weeks 
(average,  8  weeks)  depending  upon  how 
well  they  accepted  and  responded  to  the 


REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  165 — TUESDAY,  AUGUST  24,  1976 


/ 


NOTICES 


restricted  diet  At  the  end  of  the  dieting 
period,  patients  were  divided  into  two 
groups  and  given  either  Dexamyl  Span- 
sule  capsules  or  an  identical  looking 
placebo  for  8  weeks  and  then  switched  to 
the  other  treatment  tor  8  weeks. 

nils  study  is  not  well-controlled  be¬ 
cause  the  authors  have  failed  to  assure 
that  test  and  control  groups  were  com¬ 
parable  with  respect  to  such  pertinent 
variables  as  age,  sex,  duration  or  degree 
of  obesity,  concurrent  use  of  other  drugs 
and,  most  Important  here,  the  length  of 
time  that  a  patient  was  in  the  diet-alone 
phase  of  the  study  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (il) 
(a)  (2)  (ifi) ) .  Although  group  compara¬ 
bility  is  often  not  a  serious  problem  in  a 
crossover  study,  as  any  differences  be¬ 
tween  groups  are  cancelled  out  by  the 
crossover,  t^  is  not  the  case  when  there 
is  an  effect  of  sequence  of  drug  admin¬ 
istration  on  results.  In  an  anorectic  study 
as  long  as  16  weeks,  it  is  well  known,  and 
the  authors  themselves  recognize,  that 
weight  loss  becomes  more  difiBcult  to 
achieve  as  therapy  is  prolonged.  Thus,  as 
the  greatest  weight  reductions  are  antic¬ 
ipated  in  the  first  phase  when  patients 
are  more  enthusiastic  and  determined, 
the  weight  losses  achieved  in  the  sec¬ 
ond  phase  will  necessarily  comprise  less 
of  the  total  weight  losses,  i.e.,  the  com¬ 
bined  weight  losses  for  each  group  will 
be  “weighted"  more  heavily  by  results 
from  the  first  phase.  It  is  thus  critical 
that  the  patient  groups  entering  the  first 
phase  be  comparable,  or  alternatively, 
that  the  E^tudy  be  analjrzed  to  show  that 
there  is  no  effect  of  sequence.  For  exam¬ 
ple,  if  patients  who  received  Dexamyl 
^t  averaged  only  6  weeks  on  diet  alone 
f^fore  taking  Dexamyl)  while  the  pa¬ 
tients  receiving  placebo  first  averaged 
10  weeks  on  diet  alone  (before  taking 
placebo) ,  a  finding  of  greater  weight  loss 
for  Dexamyl  in  the  first  phase  of  the 
study  may  not  be  due  to  Dexamyl’s  su¬ 
periority.  It  might  be  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  enthusiasm  for  dieting  of  the  pa¬ 
tients  on  diet  had  been  sapped  by  their 
more  prolonged  attempts  at  weight  loss. 
This  would  not  be  “cancelled  out”  by  the 
second  8-week  treatment  period  because 
by  then  the  weight  loss  for  all  groups 
would  be  expected  to  diminish. 

The  authors  did  not  explain  what  steps, 
if  any,  were  taken  to  minimize  bias  on 
the  part  of  analysts  of  the  data  (5  314.111 
(a)  (5)  (il)  (a) «) ) ,  For  a  study  to  be  well- 
controlled.  bias  must  be  precluded  at  each 
stage.  It  is  of  little  use  to  “blind”  patients 
and  (^servers  of  data  if  the  analysts  are 
allowed  (consciously  or  unconsciously)  to 
introduce  bias  in  their  presentation  of 
the  data.  Analyst  bias  may  easily  be 
avoided  by  withholding  the  identity  of 
the  treatment  (e.g.,  drug  “A”  and  drug 
“B”)  until  all  subjective  decisions  have 
been  made.  The  authors  also  did  not  pro¬ 
vide  any  explanation  of  their  methods 
of  statistical  analysis  (§  314.111(a)  (5) 
(il)(a)(5)).  For  example,  they  stated 
that  patients  on  Dexamyl  lost  an  average 
of  0.499  pound  per  week,  and  patients  on 
placebo  lost  an  average  of  0.333  pound 
per  week,  a  difference  claimed  to  be  sta¬ 
tistically  significant  though  "not  very 


great”;  but  they  did  not  bother  to  state 
the  level  ot  probability  for  ;^tistical  sig¬ 
nificance.  Omission  of  this  detail  is  in¬ 
comprehensible  and  the  term  “statistical¬ 
ly  significant”  is  meaningless  without  ref¬ 
erence  to  a  probability  level. 

Similarly,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  order 
of  drug  administration  was  recognized 
as  probably  influencing  the  results,  the 
authors  have  not  presented  any  statisti¬ 
cal  analysis  showing  how  the  results  were 
affected  by  this  factor  or  showing  that 
they  were  not  affected  (§  314.111(a)  (5) 
(li)  (a)  (5) ) .  The  bare  conclusion,  im- 
supported  by  raw  data  or  any  details,  that 
“active  medication  was  more  effective 
than  the  placebo  in  21  of  the  39  patients 
and  its  superiority  was  evident  whether 
it  was  given  before  or  after  placebo  ther¬ 
apy”  is  grossly  inadequate.  How  many  of 
the  21  patients  for  whom  Dexsmayl  was 
more  effective  received  it  flrst?  Obviously, 
if  the  majority  received  Dexamyl  flrst, 
then  as  shown  above,  the  result  may  well 
have  been  attributable  to  when  the  pa¬ 
tient  received  the  drug  rather  than  the 
drug  Itself. 

Finally,  the  study  is  lacking  in  the  de¬ 
tails  which  permit  sclentiflc  evaluation 
(§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (c) ) .  As  noted  above, 
rudimentary  details  of  results  and  analy¬ 
sis  are  not  provided,  nor  are  the  char¬ 
acteristics  of  tlie  patients  described.  For 
example,  the  actual  interim  and  final 
weights  for  individuals  and  even  groups 
are  omitted;  only  the  average  weekly 
weight  loss  is  given.  Details  relating  to 
methods  of  observation  and  recording  of 
results,  including  whether  care  was  taken 
to  weigh  subjects  at  the  same  time  of  day, 
whether  the  same  scales  were  used, 
whether  menstrual  cycles  of  females  were 
considered,  or  whether  care  was  taken  to 
consistently  weigh  subjects  with  or  with¬ 
out  clothes  were  also  omitted  (9  314.111 
(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (3) ).  This  information 
should  not  be  overlooked  in  any  study 
designed  to  njeasure  weight  loss.  Its  ab¬ 
sence  becomes  more  important  for  eval¬ 
uation  of  this  study  where  the  difference 
in  weight  loss  was  0.166  pound. 

3.  Tablets.  In  support  of  the  claimed 
anorectic  effect  of  this  dosage  form,  SKF 
identifled  three  articles  and  two  clinical 
studies.  The  articles  are  reviewed  in  full 
while  the  clinical  studies,  already  re¬ 
viewed  above,  will  only  be  discussed  inso¬ 
far  as  they  pertain  to  the  anorectic 
claims. 

(a)  “A  Study  of  the  Effectiveness  of 
Certain  Anorexigenic  Agents,”  J.  F.  Faze- 
kas,  W.  Ehrmentraut  and  J.  Kleh, 
“American  Journal  of  Medical  Science,” 
pp.  692,  699,  December,  1958.  The  rele¬ 
vant  portion  of  this  inv^tigaticm  was  a 
double-blind  study  in  which  43  mentally 
deflclent,  obese  subjects  were  divided  into 
3  approximately  equal  groups  according 
to  sex,  intelligence  quotient,  height  and 
initial  weight.  The  flrst  group  received 
phenmetrazine  (25  milligrams),  the  sec¬ 
ond  received  Dexamyl  tablets,  and  the 
third  received  placebo.  All  medications 
were  given  twice  a  day  for  the  flrst  12 
wee^;  thereafter,  for  the  next  16  weeks, 
dosage  was  doubled  for  patients  who 
showed  little  or  no  weight  loss.  All  pa¬ 
tients  were  placed  on  a  diet  of  approxi¬ 


mately  2,700  calories  per  day.  Weights 
were  recorded  at  4-wedc  intervals. 

Even  if  Dexamyl  had  been  found  ef¬ 
fective  in  this  study,  the  results  cannot 
be  considered  adequate  for  approval  of 
a  new  drug  applicaticm  because  the  drug 
was  not  studied  under  the  conditions  of 
use  reccHnmended  in  Dexamyl’s  labeling 
(99  300.50(a)  and  314.111(a)  (5)  (i) ) .  For 
example,  patients  who  had  their  dosages 
doubled  were  receiving  four  tablets  a  day 
although  Dexamyl’s  labeling  recommends 
two  or  three  tablets  a  day.  Similarly,  al¬ 
though  the  labeling  for  Dexamyl  recom¬ 
mends  use  “as  a  short  term  (a  few  weeks) 
adjunct  in  a  regimen  of  weight  reduc- 
ti(m,”  these  patients  were  kept  on  treat¬ 
ments  for  approximately  7  months.  Be¬ 
cause  the  authors  did  not  provide  data 
on  Interim  weight  losses  it  is  impossible 
to  determine  what  anorectic  effect,  if  any. 
the  drug  would  have  when  used  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  directions  on  the  label. 

In  any  event,  despite  the  higher  dose 
of  medication  and  prolonged  duration  of 
therapy,  the  study  failed  to  show  a  sta¬ 
tistically  signiflcant  difference  between 
Dexamyl  and  placebo  although  it  did 
show  that  phenmetrazine  was  effective 
compared  to  placebo. 

There  is  no  analysis  of  whether  Dex¬ 
amyl  and  phenmetrazine  were  different 
to  a  statistically  signiflcant  degree,  but 
frcHn  the  data  provided  it  appears  they 
were  not.  Thus  we  have  three  findings: 
(1)  Dexamyl  was  not  better  than  placebo 
to  a  statistically  signiflcant  degree,  (2) 
Dexamyl  was  not  different  from  ph^- 
metrazine  to  a  statistically  signiflcant 
degree,  and  (3)  phenmetrazine  was 
better  than  placebo  to  a  statistically  sig¬ 
nificant  degree. 

Although  the  study  is  not  useful  in 
demonstrating  the  effectiveness  of  Dex¬ 
amyl.  it  illustrates  the  pitfalls  of  the 
positive  control  study.  Had  no  placebo 
group  been  included,  the  conclusion 
might  have  been  reached  that  the  study 
showed  Dexamyl  to  be  an  effective  ano¬ 
rectic,  a  conclusion  clearly  not  warranted 
by  the  study  results.  As  will  be  discussed 
below,  use  of  a  potitive  control  to  reach 
a  conclusion  that  two  drugs  are  not  dif¬ 
ferent  requires  an  analysis  of  the  power, 
i.e.,  sensitivity,  of  the  statistical  test 
used. 

(b)  “The  Treatment  of  Obesity  with 
an  Anorexigenic  Dnig,”  E.  Roberts.  “An¬ 
nals  of  Internal  Medicine,”  Vol.  34,  No. 
6,  pp.  1324-1330,  June  1951.  Dexamyl  was 
given  for  3  months  to  64  patients  (4  men 
and  60  women)  who  had  failed  to  lose 
weight  while  imder  supervision  at  vari¬ 
ous  clinics  and  private  practice  for  6 
months.  Each  patient  was  instructed  to 
follow  the  same  diet  recommended  previ¬ 
ously.  which  ranged  from  1,000  to  1,800 
calories  per  day.  Patients  were  exam¬ 
ined  biweekly  for  the  flrst  month,  and 
then  at  1 -month  intervals. 

This  study  is  not  well-controlled  be¬ 
cause  the  results  of  therapy  with  the  test 
drug  were  not  compared  to  the  results 
in  a  control  group  (9  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii) 
(a)  (4) ).  Accordingly,  it  is  impossible  to 
determine  whether  weight  loss  was  relat¬ 
ed  to  Dexamyl,  to  the  overall  prc^pium  of 
diet,  to  physician  contact  and  encour- 
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agement,  or  to  the  placebo  effect  of  pill- 
taking.  The  patients'  varied  experience 
at  clinics  and  in  private  practice  during 
the  preceding  6  months  cannot  be  con¬ 
sidered  an  adequate  control  because 
many  conditions  (such  as  the  degree  and 
nature  of  physician  contact  and  encour¬ 
agement)  in  addition  to  medication, 
were  necessarily  changed  during  the 
study. 

Moreover,  since  there  was  no  control 
group,  the  physician  was  aware  of  the 
patients’  medication,  i.e.,  the  study  w£is 
“imblinded,”  and  she  may  well  have 
transmitted  her  favorable  expectations 
to  patients  or  introduced  bias  into  the 
study  in  other  ways.  For  example,  the 
author,  without  any  explanation,  ex¬ 
cluded  from  her  calculations  five  patients 
who  failed  to  show  a  satisfactory  weight 
loss,  thereby  biasing  the  results  in  favor 
of  Dexamyl.  Obviously,  an  accurate  pic¬ 
ture  of  drug  efficacy  requires  inclusion 
of  treatment  failures  as  well  as  successes. 
The  regulations  clearly  require  that  some 
measures,  preferably  “blinding,”  be  taken 
to  minimize  bias  on  the  part  of  the  ob¬ 
server  and  analyst  of  the  data  (§  314.111 
(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (3)  and  (4)). 

The  absence  of  a  placebo  control  group 
renders  the  study  clearly  incapable  of 
demonstrating  whether  weight  loss  was 
related  to  Dexamyl  or  to  the  placebo 
effect  associated  with  any  pill-taking 
(§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (4)).  Thus  the 
finding  that  59  of  the  64  subjects  lost  an 
average  of  19  to  26  poimds  at  the  end  of 
3  months,  a  “satisfactory’’  weight  loss, 
does  not  constitute  evidence  of  Dexamyl’s 
effectiveness. 

In  any  event,  SKP  does  not  claim  the 
study  is  well-controlled. 

(c)  “The  Use  of  Mood  Ameliorating 
Agents  in  the  Treatment  of  Psychogenic 
Obesity,”  P.  Rosenberg,  “American  Prac¬ 
titioner  and  Digest  of  ’Treatment,”  Vol.  4, 
No.  12.  pp.  818-820,  December  1953.  ’This 
investigator  selected  94  obese,  depressed, 
nervous  patients  smd  treated  them  with 
varying  dosages  of  Dexamyl  for  periods 
ranging  fnun  3  to  14  weeks.  Patients  were 
examined  at  weekly  intervals  and  in¬ 
structed  to  continue  their  recommended 
diet. 

’This  study  is  clearly  deficient  because 
it  lacks  any  comparison  of  the  results  of 
toeatment  with  a  control  (§  314.111(a) 
(5)  (11)  (a)  (4) ) .  In  the  absence  of  such  a 
control  group  it  is  impossible  to  distin¬ 
guish  drug  effect  from  the  placebo  effect 
of  pill-taking  and/or  from  the  effect  of 
the  overall  program. 

The  Investigator  failed  to  use  the  drug 
In  a  manner  prescribed  by  Dexamyl’s 
labeling:  36  patients  received  twice  the 
recommended  maximum  dosage  and  16 
other  patients  received  xmdefined  extra 
dosages  (S§  300.50(a)  and  314.111(a)  (5) 
(D).  Because  the  author  failed  to  pro¬ 
vide  individual  dosage  or  weight  loss 
data,  there  is  no  way  to  identify  and 
separate  the  double  dosage  patients. 

Although  the  investigator  stated  that 
“other  therapy  was  given  when  indi¬ 
cated,”  he  failed  to  identify  either  the 
ty^  of  therapy  given  or  the  patients  who 
received  such  therapy.  Accordingly,  there 


can  be  no  assurance  that  the  results  were 
not  attributable  to  modalities  o^er 
than  Dexamyl  (S  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a) 
(2)(«i)). 

’The  findings  were  so  lacking  in  detail 
that  scientific  evaluatiem  is  impossible 
(§  314.111(a)  (5')  (ii)  (c) ).  For  example, 
although  the  investigator  concluded  that 
“satisfactory  weight  loss  was  observed 
in  all  but  one  patient,”  he  failed  to  de¬ 
fine  the  criteria  for  “satisfactory.”  Ilie 
investigator’s  attempt  to  relate  weight 
loss  to  the  claimed  effect  of  Dexamyl  on 
mood  was  equally  meaningless  (e.g., 
“markedly  beneficial”  patients  lost  an 
average  of  3.0  pounds  per  week,  “per¬ 
ceptibly  improved”  patients  lost  2.5 
pounds  per  week  and  “non-beneficial  and 
adverse”  patients  lost  1.5  pounds  per 
week)  since  he  failed  to  define  the  cri¬ 
teria  for  the  moods,  failed  to  state  how 
the  moods  were  ascertained,  failed  to 
state  how  many  patients  comprised  each 
group,  and  failed  to  offer  any  interim  or 
final  raw  weight  loss  data. 

In  any  event,  SKF  does  not  claim  the 
study  is  a  well-controlled  clinical  investi¬ 
gation. 

(d)  “Double-Blind  Multiple  Investiga¬ 
tor  Clinical  Study  Comparing  Dexamyl 
Tablets  to  Dextroamphetamine,”  A.  A. 
Conte,  R.  E.  Noble,  M.  M.  Perloff,  J.  C. 
Respess  and  J.  Schneyer,  reviewed  above 
in  section  in.A.3.(c)  of  this  notice.  In 
this  series  of  five  studies  SKF  attempted 
to  prove  that  Dexamyl  is  an  effective 
anorectic  agent  by  showing  its  equiva¬ 
lence  to  dextroamphetamine,  an  “active” 
control  drug.  Each  investigator  selected 
30  obese,  anxious  patients,  and  randomly 
assigned  them  to  2  groups,  dextroam¬ 
phetamine  or  Dexamyl.  Patients  were 
weighed  every  2  weeks  for  a  period  of  8 
weeks  and  told  to  follow  a  1,200-calorie 
daily  diet. 

This  series  is  inherently  incapable  of 
establishing  the  anorectic  effectiveness 
of  Dexamyl  since  the  active  contred  used, 
dextroamphetamine,  does  not  permit  a 
quantitative  evaluation  of  the  effects  of 
Dexamyl  (8  314.111(a)  (5)  (U)  (a)  (4) ). 
Because  the  anorectic  effect  of  dextro- 
ampetamine  is  only  marginal  to  begin 
with,  (i.e.,  its  advantage  over  placebo  is 
small) ,  and  because  its  anorectic  effect  is 
highly  variable,  its  effectiveness  is  not 
demonstrable  in  every  study  (see  the 
Federal  Register  of  February  12,  1973 
(38  FR  4249).  ’Therefore,  before  a  find¬ 
ing  of  anorectic  equivalence  of  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  and  Dexyamyl  in  a  par¬ 
ticular  study  can  be  considered  as  evi¬ 
dence  of  the  effectiveness  of  Dexamyl,  it 
must  be  demonstrated  that  dextroam¬ 
phetamine  was  in  fact  effective  under  the 
precise  ccmditlons  of  the  study,  e.g.,  by 
Including  a  placebo  control  in  the  study. 
This  series  failed  to  Include  a  placebo 
control  or  otherwise  show  that  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  was  in  fact  effective  un¬ 
der  those  circumstances.  Accordingly,  a 
finding  of  “no  difference”  between  Dex¬ 
amyl  and  dextroamphetamine  in  a  par¬ 
ticular  study  can  mean  either  that  both 
were  effective  or  that  neither  was  ef¬ 
fective  in  that  study. 


Moreover,  even  if  It  were  contended 
that  dextroamphetamine  was  a  meaning¬ 
ful  active  control  (i.e.,  that  it  was  ac¬ 
tually  effective  in  these  studies) ,  the  fail¬ 
ure  of  SKF  to  Include  an  sqipix^riate 
statistical  analysis,  namely  an  analysis 
of  the  power  of  the  statistical  tests  used, 
renders  scientific  evaluation  impossible 
(8  314.111(a)  (5)  (U)  (a)  (5)). 

The  necessity  for  such  a  statistical  test 
arises  out  of  the  fundamental  difference 
between  a  study  that  attempts  to  show 
that  a  drug  is  better  than  a  placebo  con¬ 
trol  and  one  that  attempts  to  show  that 
a  drug  is  as  good  as  an  active  or  posi¬ 
tive  control. 

In  a  placebo-controlled  study  the  rele¬ 
vant  questions  are:  Did  the  drug -treated 
group  respond  differently  from  the 
placebo  group,  and,  if  so,  was  the  dif¬ 
ference  statistically  significant?  A  sig¬ 
nificant  difference  is  usually  defined,  by 
convention,  eis  less  than  1  chance  in  20 
(p<0.05)  that  the  observed  difference 
was  due  to  chance  alone.  In  a  study  that 
uses  an  active  control  the  relevant  ques¬ 
tions  are:  Did  the  test  group  respond  as 
well  as  the  active  group  and,  if  so,  was 
the  study  sufficiently  sensitive  to  detect 
a  difference  between  the  two  drugs  if  one 
existed?  This  second  question  is  not  ad¬ 
dressed  by  SKP. 

Because  there  are  many  elements  in 
an  active-control  study  that  may  pre¬ 
vent  detection  of  a  difference  that  really 
exists  (e.g.,  too  few  subjects  in  the  sam¬ 
ple.  insensitive  measuring  devices,  large 
patient-to-patient  variation  ,in  treat¬ 
ment  response) ,  a  finding  of  drug  equiv¬ 
alence  may  indicate  only  that  the  study 
was  not  sufficiently  sensitive  to  detect  a 
difference  between  the  drugs. 

The  probability  of  detecting  a  differ¬ 
ence  between  test  and  control  drugs 
when  they  differ  by  some  specified 
amoxmt  is  called  the  “power”  of  a  statis¬ 
tical  test  and  is  a  critical  part  of  the 
analysis  of  positive  control  studies.  To 
illustrate  with  an  example:  If  a  study 
had  only  a  50  percent  change  (power= 
0.5)  of  detecting  a  50  percent  difference 
between  two  drugs,  a  failure  to  find  a 
statistically  significant  difference  be¬ 
tween  treatments  would  mean  little. 

In  view  of  the  small  size  of  the  sample 
per  study  (30  patients) ,  the  known  high 
variability  of  patient-to-patlent  response 
to  anorectic  drugs  and  the  very  modest 
weight  loss  achieved  (about  1  pound  per 
week  on  the  average) .  all  of  which  would 
render  it  difficult  for  the  studies  to  show 
a  difference  between  Dexamyl  and  dex¬ 
troamphetamine,  the  failure  of  SKF  to 
conduct  a  power  of  the  test  analysts 
further  precludes  scientific  evaluation  of 
this  study. 

In  addition,  the  authors  failed  to  as¬ 
sure  compexabillty  between  test  and 
control  groups  with  respect  to  each  sub¬ 
ject’s  prior  history  of  amphetamine  use 
(8  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2)  (Hi) ) .  Inas¬ 
much  as  DexamyTs  labeling  recognizes 
that  anorectic  tolerance  may  develop 
with  continued  use  of  the  drug,  this  fail¬ 
ure.  by  itself,  renders  the  studies  not 
well-controlled.  In  the  absence  of  a  dem¬ 
onstration  that  test  and  control  groups 
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in  each  study  were  comparable  with  re¬ 
spect  to  this  variable,  a  showing  of 
equivalent  weight  loss  for  the  Dexamyl 
group  in  a  study  may  reflect  either  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  Dexamyl  or  the  fact  that  the 
dextroamphetamine  group  had  acquired 
an  anorectic  tolerance  for  amphetamine 
drugs  and  no  longer  responded  to  them. 

The  authors  and  SKF  also  failed  to 
state  what  steps,  if  any,  were  taken  to 
minimize  bias  on  the  part  of  the  analysts 
of  the  data  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (iD  (a)  (4) )., 
Steps  must  be  taken  to  preclude  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  analyst  bias  (either  conscious 
or  unconscious) ,  since  it  may  cause  them 
to  make  subjective  decisions  that  vitally 
affect  the  results  of  the  study,  e.g., 
whether  or  not  to  include  all  patients  in 
the  analysis  or  only  those  who  completed 
the  entire  8  weeks. 

Finally,  the  authors  did  not  explain 
the  methoc^  of  observation  and  record¬ 
ing  of  results  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a) 
(3)).  For  example,  they  do  not  state 
whether  care  was  taken  to  weigh  patients 
at  the  same  time  of  day,  whether  subjects 
were  consistently  weighed  with  their 
clothes  on  or  off,  whether  the  same  in¬ 
dividual  conducted  each  weighing  in  each 
investigation,  whether  all  investigations 
followed  the  same  procedures,  and 
whether  the  menstrual  cycles  of  women 
were  taken  into  accoimt.  This  last  factor 
Is  important  because  fluid  retention 
often  accounts  for  large  fluctuations  in 
weight  and  because  110  of  the  120  sub¬ 
jects  in  this  series  were  females. 

Smith,  Kline  and  French  presented  its 
conclusions  in  two  ways.  ITie  first  was 
the  investigator’s  global  effectiveness 
ratings  (“excellent.”  “good,”  “fair,”  and 
“poor”)  which  in  turn  were  based  upon 
a  comparison  of  the  i>atient’s  actual 
weight  loss  against  the  patient’s  expecta¬ 
tions  of  how  much  weight  he  or  she 
wanted  to  lose.  Smith,  Kline  and  French 
concluded  that  Dexamyl  and  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  were  equivalent  when 
measured  in  this  manner.  However,  be¬ 
cause  the  expectations  were  entirely  sub¬ 
jective  and  because  there  was  no  show¬ 
ing  that  the  two  groups  in  each  study 
and  for  all  studies  were  initially  com¬ 
parable  in  their  expectations,  it  is  Im- 
pKxssible  to  draw  any  meaningful  scien¬ 
tific  conclusions  by  this  analysis 
(§  314.111(a)  (5)  (U)  (a)  (2)  (tit) ) . 

In  a  second,  less  subjective  approach, 
SKF  compared  prestudy  body  weights 
with  body  weights  at  each  2-week  in¬ 
terval  and  with  final  weights  at  the  end 
of  8  weeks.  This  analysis  was  carried  out 
for  four  of  the  five  studies  individually 
and  then  combined.  Dr.  Perloff’s  data 
were  not  included  because  patient  fol¬ 
lowups  were  inadequate. 

Analysis  of  the  individual  studies 
showed  that  in  two  studies  (Noble  and 
Repress),  dextroamphetamine  patients 
lost  more  weight  than  Dexamyl  patients; 
in  two  other  studies  (Conte  and 
Schneyer) ,  Dexamyl  patients  lost  more. 
In  the  combined  analysis,  after  4  weeks, 
dextroamphetamine  patients  lost  signifl- 
cantly  more  weight  than  Dexamyl 
patients  and  this  difference  was  statis¬ 
tically  significant.  After  8  weeks  dextro¬ 


amphetamine  patients  lost  slightly  more 
weight  than  Dexamyl  patients. 

Neither  the  individual  nor  the  pooled 
results  can  demonstrate  that  Dexamyl  is 
an  effective  anorectic  agent,  or  even  that 
it  is  equivalent  to  dextroamphetamine, 
because  of  the  critical  deficiencies  de¬ 
scribed  above  which  render  the  study  in¬ 
adequately  controlled:  failure  to  show 
that  dextroamphetamine  was  in  fact  ef¬ 
fective  in  this  series,  failure  to  analyze 
the  power  of  the  statistical  tests  u^, 
failure  to  assure  group  comparability, 
failure  to  set  forth  steps  taken  to  mini¬ 
mize  analyst  bias,  and  failure  to  explain 
the  methods  of  observation  and  record¬ 
ing  of  results.  The  results  of  the  pooled 
analysis  are  unacceptable  for  the  addi¬ 
tional  reason  that  SKF  did  not  demon¬ 
strate  that  the  data  from  the  four  studies 
could  be  combined  for  statistical  evalua¬ 
tion  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2)  (Hi) ) . 

Although  the  Commissioner  does  not 
in  any  way  base  his  summary  rejection 
of  this  study  on  his  interpretation  of  the 
results  obtained  in  the  multi-investiga¬ 
tion  study,  he  believes  that,  even  if  the 
studies  were  well -controlled,  the  results 
are  at  best  inconclusive.  For  example,  the 
fact  that  there  was  a  statistically  signifi¬ 
cant  difference  in  weight  loss  favoring 
dextroamphetamine  at  the  end  of  4  we^ 
may  well  indicate  that  Dexamyl  is  in  fact 
less  effective  than  dextroamphetamine 
when  used  as  directed  in  its  labeling,,  i.e., 
“as  a  short-term  (a  few  weeks)  adjunct” 
in  a  weight  reduction  program. 

(e)  “Double-Blind  Comparison  of 
Dexamyl  Tablets  (5  milligrams  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  and  32  milligrams  amo- 
barbital)  and  Dextroamphetamine  (5 
milligrams  dextroamphetamine)  in 
Twenty  Overweight  ‘Non-Anxious’  Sub¬ 
jects,”  J.  C.  Respess,  reviewed  above  in 
section  III.A.3.(d)  of  this  notice.  This 
study  followed  the  same  protocol  as  the 
just-received  multiple  investigator  study 
except  that  subjects  were  supposed  to 
have  an  anxiety  score  of  three  or  less 
(the  multiple  investigator  study  used 
only  subjects  with  a  score  of  four  or 
more) . 

This  study  is  not  a  well-controlled  clin¬ 
ical  investigation  for  reasons  identical  to 
those  cited  in  the  review  of  the  multiple- 
investigator  study.  Most  important  is  the 
absence  of  a  placebo  control  which  pre¬ 
vents  a  determination  that  either  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  or  Dexamyl  was  effective 
under  the  conditions  of  this  study  and  at 
the  same  time  precludes  a  quantitative 
comparison  of  the  results  of  Dexamyl 
treatment  with  an  appropriate  control 
(§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (4)). 

rv.  Summary 

A.  Elixir.  Smith,  Kline,  and  French 
submitted  no  data  to  support  the  claimed 
anoretic  effectiveness  or  the  claimed  de¬ 
crease  in  excitation  and  wakefulness  for 
this  dosage  form.  It  is  obvious,  therefore, 
that  there  is  a  genuine  and  substantial 
issue  of  fact  and  that  the  Commissioner 
must  refuse  to  approve  the  NDA  for  this 
product. 

B.  Spansule  capsules.  Smith,  Kline  and 
French  submitted  only  one  study  using 


this  dosage  form  (Feinblatt  &  Ferguson, 
in  section  in.A.2.  and  B.2.  of  this  notice) 
to  support  the  claim  that  amobarbital  re¬ 
duces  the  side  effects  caused  by  dextro¬ 
amphetamine.  As  shown  above,  the  study 
did  not  explain  the  manner  in  which  data 
was  collected  and  assessed  ($  314.111(a) 
(5)  (ii)  (a)  (3) ),  the  steps  taken  to  mini¬ 
mize  bias  on  the  part  of  the  analyst  of 
the  data  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (4)).  or 
the  methods  of  data  analysis  (§  314.111 
(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (5) ) .  In  short,  it  lacks  the 
details  necessary  for  scientific  evaluation 
(5  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (c) ) .  Of  course,  even 
if  the  study  were  well-controlled,  one 
study  cannot  constitute  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  (section  505(b)  of  the  act). 

Four  studies  were  identified  by  SKF  to 
support  the  claimed  anorectic  effective¬ 
ness  for  the  Spansule  capsule  ddsage 
form.  None  of  these  meet  the  criteria  for 
well-controlled  clinical  investigations. 

The  Feinblatt  study,  in  addition  to  pro¬ 
viding  few  of  the  details  needed  for  scien¬ 
tific  evaluation  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (c) ), 
failed  to  provide  a  drug-free  period  be¬ 
tween  treatment  periods,  making  it  im¬ 
possible  to  differentiate  the  anorectic  ef¬ 
fect  of  the  various  drugs  used  from  those 
of  Dexamyl  (8  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2) 
(Hi)).  More  important,  the  authors’  eval¬ 
uation  of  data  lumped  results  for  all  “ac¬ 
tive”  drugs  together,  so  that  Dexamyl 
was  never  specifically  compared  to  any 
control  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (4) ) . 

The  Bargmeyer  study  (see  section 
III.B.2.(b)  of  this  notice)  also  did  not 
provide  a  drug-free  period  between  treat¬ 
ments.  Most  important,  the  investigators 
did  not  assign  patients  to  treatment  and 
control  groups  in  a  manner  that  would 
minimize  bias  (e.g.,  randomly)  nor  in  a 
manner  that  assur^  comparability  with 
respect  to  pertinent  variables  (§  314.111 
(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2)  (ii)  and  (Hi) ) .  They 
also  failed  to  explain  the  methods  of  ob¬ 
serving  and  recording  data  (§  314.111(a) 
(5)(ii)(a)(3)). 

The  Roland  study  (see  section  IU.B.2. 

(c)  of  this  notice)  compared  Dexamyl  to 
another  amphetamine-sedative  combina¬ 
tion,  but  not  to  placebo.  Since  neither 
combination  is  known  to  be  an  effective 
anorectic,  this  study  does  not  permit  a 
meaningful  quantitative  comparison  of 
results  and  plainly  cannot  demonstrate 
effectiveness  for  either  drug  (§  314.111 
(a)  (5)(ii)(a)  (4)  (Hi)). 

The  Shapiro  study  (see  section  III.B.2. 

(d)  of  this  notice)  failed  to  assure  test 
and  control  group  comparability  with 
respect  to  a  variable  (duration  of  therapy 
prior  to  receipt  of  drug)  which,  by  the 
authors’  own  admission,  was  highly  per¬ 
tinent  (§  314.111  (a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2)  («<)). 
The  authors  did  not  describe  the  methods 
of  analysis  used  or  the  level  of  probability 
at  which  statistical  significance  was 
found  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (5)),  nor 
did  they  explain  methods  of  observing 
and  recording  data  essential  in  evaluat¬ 
ing  an  anorectic  trial  (8  314.111(a)(5) 
(ii)  (a)  (3)). 

If  SKF  is  to  be  granted  a  hearing  for 
this  dosage  form,  it  must  show  that  a 
genuine  and  substantial  issue  of  fact 
exists  as  to  both  the  anorectic  claim  and 
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the  claim  that  amobarbital  reduces 
wakefulness  and  excitation  attributable 
to  dextroamphetamine.  Since  SE[F  has 
failed  to  submit  any  adequate  and  well- 
controlled  clinical  Investigations  to  sup¬ 
port  either  claim,  it  is  clear  that  it  is  not 
entitled  to  a  hearing  regarding  the  Span- 
sule  capsule  dosage  form.  Indeed,  since 
only  one  study  was  offered  to  supp^t  the 
claimed  contribution  of  amobarbital,  it  is 
unnecessary  to  examine  the  other  data. 

C.  Tablets.  Smith,  Kline  and  French 
identified  four  studies  to  support  its 
claim  that  amobarbital,  in  this  dosage 
form,  reduces  Uie  excitation  and  wake¬ 
fulness  caused  by  dextroamphetamine. 

The  Cameron  study  (see  section  m. 
A.3.(a)  of  this  notice)  was  obviously  in¬ 
capable  of  showing  that  amorbarbital 
reduces  adverse  reactions  caused  by  the 
princh>al  active  component,  dextroam¬ 
phetamine,  because  test  and  control 
groups  were  not  comparable  with  respect 
to  the  amount  of  dextraomphetamine 
(§  314.111(a)  (5)  (11)  (a)(4)).  Purtha-- 
more,  Dexamyl  was  administered  only 
once  to  each  patient  (as  opposed  to  two 
or  three  times  a  day  as  the  labeling  sug¬ 
gests)  and  none  of  the  patients  were 
either  obese  or  on  a  calorie-restricted 
diet.  Accordingly,  no  conclusions  can  be 
reached  conceming  the  effects  of  Dexa¬ 
myl  when  used  as  labeled  (§  314.111(a) 
(5)(i)). 

The  Respess  (mood)  study  (see  sec¬ 
tion  III.A.3.(b)  of  this  notice)  did  not  test 
the  drug  imder  the  conditions  recom¬ 
mended  in  its  labeling  since  patients  re¬ 
ceived  medication  for  only  2  dasrs  as  op¬ 
posed  to  a  i}eriod  of  several  weeks 
(11300.50(a)  and  314.111(a)(5)):  did 
not  assme  that  patients  were  suitable 
for  the  study  since  it  does  not  appear 
that  they  were  obese  (S  314.111(a)  (5) 
(u)  (a)(2)(b));  and  did  not  consider 
the  adverse  effects  mentioned  in  Dex- 
amyl’s  labeling  but  Instead  focused  on 
mood  changes  that  were  of  unestab- 
lished  relationship  to  adverse  effects. 

The  other  Respess  study  (nonanxious) 
(see  section  IlIA.3.(d)  of  this  notice)  re¬ 
ported  fewer  side  effects  for  dextroam¬ 
phetamine  patients  than  tor  Dexamyl 
patients. 

The  multiple  investigator  series  (see 
section  III.A.3.(c)  of  this  notice)  failed 
to  assure  that  patients  were  aM>n9riate 
for  the  study  since  only  anxious  patients 
were  tested  whereas  Dexamyl’s  labeling 
makes  no  claim  to  treat  such  a  popula¬ 
tion  (5  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2)  (i) ) . 
And,  even  assuming  the  propriety  of  the 
population,  the  study  did  not  and  cannot 
demonstrate  test  and  contaxd  group  com¬ 
parability  with  respect  to  either  the  in¬ 
cidence  or  degree  of  anxiety,  or  prior  his¬ 
tory  of  amphetamine  use  (§  314.111(a) 
(5)(ii)(a)(2)(«f)).  The  Investigators 
did  not  explain  the  manner  in  vfiiich 
adverse  effect  data  were  elicited  from  the 
subjects  (S  314.111(a)  (5)  (U)  (a)  (3) ) .  For 
example,  they  did  not  explain  whether 
patients  were  asked  specific  questions 
and,  if  so,  the  nature  of  the  questions, 
whether  the  physicians  recorded  their 
personal  observation  of  patient  behavior 
or  instead,  the  patients’  self-evaluation, 


as  gleaned  from  their  spontaneous  com¬ 
ments.  In  one  study  the  "adverse  reac¬ 
tions’’  reported  iqipear  to  be  the  same 
manifestations  of  anxiety  that  were  pres¬ 
ent  even  before  the  study  began.  The 
authors  also  failed  to  explain  whether 
attempts  were  made  to  detect  adverse 
reactions  caused  by  amobarbital  or  how, 
if  at  all,  they  distinguished  between  true 
adverse  reactions  and  spontaneous  fiuc- 
tuations  of  anxiety  symptoms  listed  in 
the  Anxiety  Manifestation  Index  used  to 
select  patients  at  the  beginning  of  the 
study.  Without  this  information  it  is 
impossible  to  evaluate  the  findings  of  a 
study  designed  to  determine  the  inci¬ 
dence  and  severity  of  adverse  reactions 
(S  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (O). 

In  any  event,  even  if  the  series  were 
well-controUed.  the  results  cannot  pro¬ 
vide  substantial  evidence  to  support  the 
SKF  claim  that  amobarbital  significantly 
reduces  wakefiUness  and  excitation 
caused  by  dextroamphetamine  since  only 
one  investigator,  Schneyer,  reported  a 
significant  reduction  in  side  effects.  A 
single  study  cannot  be  considered  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  since 
section  505(b)  of  the  act  requires  more 
than  one  such  study.  The  same  holds 
true  if  SKF  elects  to  combine  the  data; 
it  still  represents  a  single  study. 

SKF  submitted  five  studies  to  support 
the  claimed  anorectic  effectiveness  of 
Dexamyl  tablets. 

The  Fazekas  study  (see  section  1113.3. 

(a)  of  this  notice),  the  only  study  using 
a  placebo  as  well  as  a  positive  control, 
concluded  that  Dexamyl  was  no  better 
than  placebo. 

The  Roberts  study  (see  section  1113.3. 

(b)  of  this  notice)  did  not  include  a 
control  group  so  there  is  no  way  to  quan¬ 
titatively  compare  the  results  of  Dexamyl 
with  results  in  a  control  (§  314.111(a) 
(5)  (ii)  (a)  (4) ) .  Smith,  Kline  and  French 
does  not  claim  the  study  is  a  well-con¬ 
trolled  clinical  investigation. 

The  Rosenberg  study  (see  section 
1113.3.  (c)  of  this  notice)  also  failed  to 
include  a  control  group  of  any  kind 
(§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a) «)).  The  investi¬ 
gator  also  did  not  test  the  drug  imder 
the  conditions  of  use  recommended  in 
Dexamyl’s  labeling  (SS  300.50(a)  and 
314.111(a)  (5)  (i)).  Smith,  Kline  and 
French  does  not  dTaim  the  study  is  a  well- 
controlled  clinical  investigation. 

The  multiple  investigator  study  did  not 
use  an  apprc^riate  control  (§  314.111(a) 
(5)  (ii)  (a)  (4) ) .  Use  of  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  as  an  active  treatment  control, 
without  a  placebo  control  as  well,  is  un¬ 
acceptable  because  there  was  no  showing 
that  it  was  in  fact  effective  under  the 
precise  conditions  of  these  studies.  Dex¬ 
troamphetamine,  while  effective,  is  not 
demonstrably  effective  in  every  study. 
Accordingly,  the  conclusion  that  Dexamyl 
and  dextroamphetamine  were  equivalent 
could  mean  either  that  both  were  effec¬ 
tive  or  that  neither  was  effective.  Even  if 
it  had  been  shown  that  dextroampheta¬ 
mine  was  effective  in  these  studies,  SKF 
failed  to  conduct  the  kind  of  statistical 
analysis  essential  to  a  meaningful  evalu¬ 
ation  of  a  study  with  an  active  control 


(§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (4)).  The  study 
also  failed  to  assure  comparability  be¬ 
tween  test  and  control  groups  with  re¬ 
spect  to  previous  history  of  amphetamine 
use  (9  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (2)  iiii) ) ,  did 
not  set  forth  what  steps,  if  any,  were 
taken  to  minimize  bias  on  the  part  of 
analysts  of  the  data  (§  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii) 
(a)(4)).  and  did  not  explain  relevant 
methods  of  observing  and  recording  data 
(9  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (3) ) . 

The  Respess  (nonanxious)  study, 
which  essentially  followed  the  same  pro¬ 
tocol  as  the  multiple  investigator  studies, 
is  not  well-controlled  for  the  same  rea¬ 
sons.  Additionally.  SKF  did  not  draw  any 
conclusions  or  offer  any  statistical  anal¬ 
ysis  to  evaluate  the  data  generated  by  the 
study  (9  314.111(a)  (5)  (ii)  (a)  (5) ) . 

If  SKF  is  to  be  granted  a  hearing  for 
the  tablet  dosage  form,  it  must  demon¬ 
strate  the  existence  of  a  genuine  and  sub¬ 
stantial  issue  of  fact  regarding  both  the 
anorectic  claim  and  the  claim  that  amo¬ 
barbital  significantly  reduces  side  effects 
caused  by  dextroamphetamine.  Inasmuch 
as  SKF  has  failed  to  Identify  substantial 
evidence  for  either  of  these  claims,  no 
genuine  and  substantial  issue  of  fact  ex¬ 
ists  and  the  Commissioner  must  r^use 
to  grant  a  hearing  on  his  decision  to  re¬ 
fuse  approval  of  this  new  drug  applica¬ 
tion. 

V.  Lxgal  Arguments 

In  its  March  14,  1973  request  for  a 
hearing,  SKF  presented  an  array  of  legal 
defenses.  They  are  discussed  as  follows: 

Smith,  E3ine  and  French  contends  that 
its  Dexamyl  products  are  not  identical, 
similar  or  related  to  the  drugs  named  in 
the  February  12,  1973  DESI  notice  and, 
therefore,  any  action  taken  with  respect 
to  those  products  does  not  affect  Dex¬ 
amyl.  This  argmnent  is  based  on  the  ob¬ 
servation  that  the  combinations  named 
in  that  notice  which  contained  dextro¬ 
amphetamine  do  not  contain  amobarbi¬ 
tal.  and  the  one  combination  that  con¬ 
tained  amobarbital  does  not  cmitain  dex¬ 
troamphetamine.  Although  this  may  es¬ 
tablish  that  Dexamyl  is  not  identical  to 
the  drugs  nmned  in  the  February  12, 1973 
notice,  it  in  no  way  establishes  that 
SKF’s  products  are  not  similsu:  or  related 
to  the  named  combinations.  To  the  con¬ 
trary,  the  regxilations  under  310.6(b) 
(21  CFR  310.6(b) )  specifically  provide 
that  a  drug  is  identical,  similar  or  re¬ 
lated  to  another  drug  if  it  is  “related  in 
chemical  structure.’’  &nlth,  Kline  and 
French  admits  that  dextroamphetamine 
is  related  chemically  to  phenmetrazine 
and  amphetamine,  two  anorectic  agents 
named  in  the  notice. 

In  addition,  the  same  regulation  fur¬ 
ther  provides  that  a  drug  is  Identical, 
similar  or  related  to  another  drug  if  it 
is  related  in  “known  pharmacological 
properties.’’  It  is  imdisputed  that  the 
principal  component  of  Dexamyl,  dex¬ 
troamphetamine,  is  a  sympathomimetic 
drug;  it  is  also  undisputed  that  Dexamyl 
is  promoted  as  an  anorectic.  Iherefore, 
it  is  clear  that  Dexamyl  is  identical, 
similar  and/or  related  to  the  sympatho¬ 
mimetic  anorectic  drugs  named  In  the 
February  12,  1973  notice  and  covered 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  U5 — ^TUESDAY,  AUGUST  24,  1976 


NOTICES 


35753 


by  It  Finally,  i  810.«a»  specifically  pro¬ 
vides  that  “[al  combination  drug  prod¬ 
uct  containing  an  Idmtlcal.  related,  or 
iimiiar  drug  Is  also  subject  to  the  con¬ 
clusions  contained  In  the  notice.”  Since 
nearly  all  of  the  drugs  named  In  the 
notice  contain  dextroamphetamine, 
(e.g.,  Appetrol  (NDA  No.  12-127),  wm- 
tftining  dextroamphetamine  and  mepro- 
bamate;  Blphetamlne-T  (NDA  No. 
11-538) ,  containing  dextroampheta¬ 
mine,  (U-amphetamlne  and  methaqua- 
l(me;  and  Dexerplne  tablets  (NDA  No. 
10-207),  containing  dextroamphetamine 
and  reserplne  alkaloid),  and  since  one 
of  the  named  drugs  contains  amobarbl- 
tal  (Delfeta-sed  Stedytabs  (NDA  12- 
415)  containing.  Inter  alia,  metham- 
phetamlne  HCl  and  amobarbltal) ,  Dex- 
amyl  Is  clearly  subject  to  the  notice. 

The  rationale  for  the  generic  ap¬ 
proach  to  regulating  drugs  is  stated  suc¬ 
cinctly  in  the  regulations  at  S  310.6(a), 
"It  Is  not  feasible  for  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  to  list  all  products  which 
are  covered  by  an  NDA  and  thus  sub¬ 
ject  to  each  notice.”  For  the  same  rea¬ 
son  the  generic  regulation  has  been  spe¬ 
cifically  sanctlcmed  by  the  courts.  "USV 
Pharmaceutical  Oorp.  v.  Weinberger," 
412  U.S.  655  (1973);  “North  American 
Pharmacal,  me.  v.  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,”  491 
P.2d  546  (8th  Cnr.  1973). 

Smith,  Kline  and  French  also  argues 
that-Dexamyl  products  are  exempted 
from  the  drug  efficacy  requirements  of 
the  Drug  Amendments  of  1962  by  the 
"grandfather  clause”  (section  107(c)(4) 
of  Pub.  L.  87-781)  because  the  products 
are  not  new  drugs  and  because  they  have 
never  been  the  subject  of  an  approved 
NDA.  For  a  number  of  reasons  this  argu¬ 
ment  Is  also  without  merit. 

The  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act,  enacted  In  1938,  provided  for  a  sys- 
tttn  of  premarketing  clearance  and 
subsequent  supervision  of  all  "new 
drugs”  (section  505).  A  “new  drug”  was 
defined  by  the  1938  act  under  section 
201  (p)  (21  UJ3.C.  321  (p))  as  a  drug 
not  generally  recognized  by  qualified  ex¬ 
perts  as  safe  for  Its  Intended  use.  m  the 
Ihng  Amendments  of  1962,  Congress 
broadened  the  protection  afforded  by  the 
1938  act  by  adding  a  requirement  that 
drugs  be  proven  effective,  as  well  as  safe, 
for  their  Intmded  uses.  However,  the 
1962  amendments  also  contained  a 
"grandfather  clause,”  section  107(c)(4), 
that  exempted  certain  drugs  from  the 
newly  Imposed  effectiveness  require¬ 
ments.  Under  this  section  a  drug  was 
exonpted  If  on  October  9,  1962,  It  was 
(1)  commercially  used  or  sold  In  the 
United  States,  (2)  was  not  a  “new  drug” 
as  defined  In  the  1938  act,  l.e.,  was  gen¬ 
erally  recognized  as  safe,  and  (3)  **was 
not  covered  by  an  effective  application” 
filed  under  section  505  of  the  1938  act. 

Since  Dexamyl  products  were  first 
marketed  bi  1950,  It  Is  clear  they  were 
commercially  used  and  sold  on  October 
9,  1962,  within  the  meaning  of  the  first 
condition  of  the  exemption. 

However,  the  products  do  not  meet 
either  of  the  remaining  two  crit^ia.  Dex¬ 


amyl  inroducts  were  obviously  new  drugs 
subject  to  regulation  when  first  marketed 
In  1950.  Smith,  Kline  and  French  has 
pointed  to  no  definitive  point  In  time 
when  Dexamyl  products  ceased  being  new 
drugs,  nor  has  It  provided  any  cogent 
reason  why  they  should  have  been  con¬ 
sidered  old  drugs  as  of  Octerfder  9,  1962. 
Obviously,  neither  SKF’s  self-serving  re¬ 
fusal  to  file  an  NDA  for  Dexamyl  from 
1950  to  October  9,  1962,  nor  administra¬ 
tive  oversight  on  the  part  of  FDA  to  so 
require,  can  be  used  to  establish  the 
safety  of  Dexamyl.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  the  Commissioner  concludes  that 
Dexamyl  products  were  new  drugs  cm  Oc¬ 
tober  9, 1962  whose  effectiveness  must  be 
proved  by  substantial  evldaice. 

It  has  already  been  shown  that  Dexa¬ 
myl  was  "covered”  by  effective  new  drug 
applications  on  October  9,  1962.  There¬ 
fore,  SKF  also  fails  to  meet  the  third  cri¬ 
terion  for  grandfather  status. 

There  Is  an  additional  reasem  why  Dex¬ 
amyl  products  are  not  exempt  from  the 
1962  amendments.  A  drug  qualifies  for 
exemption  under  section  107(c)  (4),  Inter 
alia,  "when  [It  is!  Intended  solely  for  use 
under  conditions  prescribed,  recom¬ 
mended,  or  suggested  in  labeling  •  •  * 
on  [October  9,  19621”.  It  Is  axiomatic 
that  iinless  a  drug’s  labeling  has  the  Iden¬ 
tical  conditions  of  use  that  It  had  on  Oc¬ 
tober  9,  1962,  It  cannot  qualify  for  the 
grandfather  exemption.  "United  States 
V.  TTyier  Pharmacal  Distributors,  me.,” 
408  F.  2d  95  (7th  Cir.  1969);  "United 
States  V.  Allan  Drug  Corp.,”  357  F.  2d  713 
(10th  Clr.  1966),  cert,  denied.  385  UH. 
899;  “United  States  v.  1,048,000  Cap¬ 
sules  •  •  •  Afrodex,”  347  F.  Supp.  768, 
770  (SX).  Tex.  1972),  aff’d  494  F.  2d  1158 
(5th  Clr.  1974) ;  “Merritt  v.  Folsom,”  165 
F.  Supp.  418.  421  (D.  D.C.  1958) .  See  also 
S  310.3(h)  (21  CFR  310.3(h)).  As  shown 
below.  Dexamyl’s  conditions  of  use  have 
changed  drastically  since  October  9. 1962. 

On  October  9.  1962,  Dexamyl  was  un¬ 
reservedly  recommended  by  its  labeling. 
Inter  alia,  for  "overweight  control  of  ap¬ 
petite.”  Today,  Dexamyl  Is  recommended 
by  its  labeling  for  exogenous  obesity,  "as 
a  short-term  (a  few  we^)  adjimct  in  a 
regimen  of  weight  redxictlan  based  on 
calmic  restriction.”  The  changes  con¬ 
cerning  the  conditions  of  use  are  signifi¬ 
cant  and  self-evident  Dexamyl  Is  now 
offered  only  for  short-term  use  not  to 
exceed  a  few  weeks;  the  earli^  1962  la¬ 
beling  ccmtalned  no  such  restriction  on 
the  duration  of  administration. 

On  October  9. 1962,  SKF’s  labeling  rec¬ 
ommended  Dexamyl  for  "relief  of  symp¬ 
toms  of  mental  and  emotional  stress  fre¬ 
quently  associated  with  lowered  caloric 
Intake";  the  present  labeling  states  that 
the  combination  reduces  wakefulness  and 
excitation  attributable  to  dextroamphet¬ 
amine.  The  two  indications  constitute 
wholly  different  conditions  of  use.  ~ 

There  are  other  changes.  The  present 
labeling  greatly  expands  the  1962  list  of 
contraindications,  precautions  and  warn¬ 
ings.  Contraindications  added  since  1962 
Include  hsrperthyroldlsm,  agitated  states, 
porphyria,  patients  with  a  history  of  drug 
abuse,  and  use  with  monamine  oxidase 


Inhibitors.  Po6t-1962  precautions  Include 
advising  cautious  use  In  c<mJunctlon  with 
alcohol  and  In  patients  taking  guanethl- 
dlne,  or  who  have  decreased  liver  func¬ 
tion  or  diabetes  mellitus.  Post-1962  label¬ 
ing  contains  elaborate  warnings  cmicem- 
ing  tolerance  to  the  anorectic  effect  of 
Dexamyl.  masking  of  fatl^e,  potential 
for  dnig  abuse,  usage  In  pregnancy  and 
by  children  (mdor  12  years  of  age.  None 
of  these  restrictions  were  present  In  the 
pre-1962  labeling. 

It  Is  clear  that  Dexamyl  Is  not  recom¬ 
mended  for  use  under  the  same  c(mdl- 
tlons  as  on  October  9,  1962.  Accordingly, 
even  assuming,  arguendo,  that  Dexsunyl 
products  were  not  “new  drugs”  on  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1962,  and  even  further  assuming 
that  they  were  not  "covered”  by  existing 
approved  NDA’S  on  that  date,  the  label¬ 
ing  changes,  by  thonselves,  render  these 
products  ineligible  for  exemption  under 
section  107(c)  (4). 

It  Is  of  course  well  settled  that  the 
party  seeking  the  protection  of  an  ex¬ 
emption  has  the  burden  of  showing  be 
comes  within  its  terms;  it  is  equally  well 
settled  that  exemptions  are  to  be  con¬ 
strued  strictly  aga^t  the  party  invoking 
their  shelter.  "United  States  v.  Allan 
Drug”  Corp.,  supra.  Viewing  the  above 
facts  against  these  legal  principles.  It  Is 
clear  that  SKF’s  claim  fm*  grandfather 
status  must  be  rejected. 

Smith,  Kline  and  French  next  con¬ 
tends  that  FDA  fat  without  authority  to 
determine  the  "new  drug”  status  of  Dex¬ 
amyl  and  that.  In  any  event,  withdrawal 
of  the  NDA’s  named  In  the  February  12, 
1973  DESI  notice  would  not  Ipso  facto 
cause  the  Dexamyl  products  (which 
were  not  In  the  notice)  to  become  un- 
iqiproved  new  drugs.  Tliese  contentions 
are  also  without  merit  because  the  Su¬ 
preme  Court  has  squarely  held  that  the 
Commissioner  does  have  the  authority, 
subject  to  Judicial  review,  to  determine 
the  “new  drug”  status  of  Individual  drugs 
or  classes  of  drugs  and  that  withdrawal 
or  refusal  to  approve  one  NDA  covers  all 
Identical,  similar  or  related  drugs. 
"Weinberger  v.  Hynson,  Westcott  ft 
Dunning,  412  UJ3.  609  (1973);  "Wein¬ 
berger  V.  Bentex  Pharmaceutical,  Inc.,” 
412  UJB.  640  (1973);  "National  Ethical 
Pbarm.  Ass’n.  v.  Weinberger,”  365  F. 
Supp.  735  (D.  S.C.  1873),  aff’d  503  F.  2d 
1051  (4th  Clr.  1974).  "North  American 
Pharmacal,  Inc.  v.  Department  of 
Health,  Educatkm  and  Welfare,"  supra. 

Smith.  Kline  and  French  contends 
that  the  Commissioner  has  not  stated 
any  reasons  or  facts  to  support  his  con- 
clusi<m.  This  notice  supplies  the  neces¬ 
sary  reasons  and  facts.  The  summary 
procedure  employed  here  has  been  ex¬ 
plicitly  approved  by  the  Supreme  Court 
in  "Hynson.  Westcott,  ft  Dunning.” 
supra,  and  by  numerous  other  courts  as 
well.  See  "Cooper  Laboratories.  Inc.  v. 
commissioner.  Federal  Food  and  Drug 
Administratl^”  SOI  F.  2d  772  (D.C.  Clr. 
1973) ;  "Upjohn  Co.  v.  Finch,”  422  F.  2d 
944  (9  Cir.  1970) ;  "Pfizer,  me.  v.  Klch- 
ardson,”  494  F.  9d  539  (9d  Clr.  1970); 
"American  Cyanamkl  Co.  v.  Richardson, 
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456  P.  2d  509  (Ist  ClT.  1971).  In  Hyns<m, 
the  Court  stated  [at  p.  6221: 

The  drug  manufacturers  have  full  and  pre* 
else  notice  ot  the  evidence  they  must  pre« 
sent  to  sustain  their  NDA’s,  and  xmder  these 
circumstances  we  find  FDA  hearing  regula¬ 
tions  unexceptionable  on  any  statutory  or 
constltutlonskl  ^roimd. 

The  Court  undoubtedly  approved  of 
this  procedure  because  manufacturers 
have  both  actual  and  constructive  notice 
of  the  regulations  and  because  they  “ex¬ 
press  well-established  principles  of  scien¬ 
tific  investigation."  Hynson.  supra,  at 
pp.  618-619.  Here,  SKF  was  ^ven  actual 
notice  in  the  February  12,  1973  Federal 
Register  notices  (38  FR  4279  and  38  FR 
4249)  that  evidence  for  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  Dexamyl  would  have  to  meet  the 
standards  set  forth  in  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
May  8.  1970  (35  FR  7251).  In  view  of 
these  facts  and  in  view  of  the  failure  of 
SKF’s  submission  to  cmnply  with  long- 
recognized  scientific  principles  embodied 
in  the  regulations,  additional  notice  is 
miwarranted. 

Smith,  Kline  and  French  also  contends 
that  bemuse  FDA  has  expressed  the 
opinion  that  all  amphetamine  combina¬ 
tions  are  Ineffective  and  b^ause  this 
opinion  may  be  based  on  studies  sub¬ 
mitted  by  other  drug  manufacturers, 
SKF  should  be  i>ermitted  to  review  the 
other  studies.  For  the  same  reason,  SKF 
argues  that  an  evidentiary  hearing  is 
necessary  to  assure  a  decisimi  based  on 
the  evidence  of  record.  Since  the  Com¬ 
missioner’s  decision  to  refuse  approval 
of  the  Dexamyl  NDA’s  is  based  only  on 
SKF's  submissions  reviewed  in  this  order 
and  upon  well  established  principles  of 
pharmacology  and  drug  testing,  SKF's 
apprehensions  are  unjustified  and  its  re¬ 
quests  are  denied. 

Finally,  SKF  contends  that  the  data 
which  it  submitted  together  with  the 
history  of  “safe  and  effective  use  of  Dex¬ 
amyl  products  over  a  period  of  22  years" 
demonstrate  its  effectiveness.  It  is  well 
settled  that  the  commercial  success  and 
widespread  acceptance  of  a  product, 
standing  alone,  cannot  meet  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  substantial  evidence.  “Hynson, 
Westcott  b  Dunning  v.  Weinberger," 
supra;  “Upje^m  Co.  v.  Finch.”  422  F.  2d 
944,  954  supra,  “Pharmaceutical  Manu¬ 
facturers  Ass’n.  V.  Richardson,"  318  F. 
Supp.  301,  310  (D.  Del.  1970).  As  the 
Court  stated  in  Hynson,  supra  [at  p. 
6191: 

The  [Congremlonal]  hearings  imderlylng 
the  1962  Act  show  a  marked  concern  that 
impressions  or  beliefs  of  physicians  no  mat¬ 
ter  how  fervently  believed,  are  treachMYius. 

Findings 

On  the  basis  of  the  fcN^going  review 
of  SKF’s  evidence  and  legal  arguments, 
the  Commissioner  finds  that  (1)  there 
is  a  lack  of  substantial  evidence  that 
Dexamyl  products  have  the  effects  they 
are  represented  to  have  under  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  use  reoommended.  suggested 
or  prescribed  in  their  labeling  and  (2) 
there  is  a  lack  of  substantial  evldei^ 
that  each  conuxment  of  the  cocnbtna- 
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tiem  products  contributes  to  the  total 
effects  claimed. 

Smith,  Kline  and  French  has  failed 
to  offer  any  data  or  legal  reason  to 
draionstrate  the  existence  of  a  genuine 
and  substantial  issue  of  fact  requiring  a 
hearing. 

Hiercfore,  imder  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  505(d) ),  52 
Stat.  1052  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  S55(d) ) 
and  under  the  authority  delegated  to  the 
Ccxnmissioner  (21  CFTl  5.1)  (recodifica¬ 
tion  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  June  5, 1976  (41  FR  24262) ) ,  approval 
of  new  drug  applications  (NDA  No.  17- 
074,  17-075  and  17-077  for  Dexamyl 
Elixir,  Tablets  and  Spansule  capsules) 
and  all  amendments  and  supplements 
thereto,  is  refused.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  on  September  3,  1976. 

(Sec.  50S(d)),  52  8tat.  1052  a.s  amended  (21 
U.S.C.  355(d)  .) 

Dated:  August  17, 1976. 

Sherwin  Gardner, 

Acting  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

|FR  Doc.76  24717  Piled  8-23-76:8:45  amj 


Office  of  Education 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNUL  ON 
INDIAN  EDUCATION 

Public  Availability  of  Reports  of  Closed 
Meeting  Activities  of  Advisory  Committees 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
App.  1  (Supp.  n  1972)  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-63  of  March  27,  1974,  those  ad¬ 
visory  cemamittees  of' the  Department  of 
Health.  Education  and  Welfare  which 
held  closed  or  partia^y  closed  meetings 
in  1975  have  prepared  a  report  on  the 
activities  of  these  meetings.  Copies  of  the 
report  have  been  filed  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  following  lo¬ 
cations: 

Library  of  Congress,  Exchange  and  Olft  Di¬ 
vision,  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Desk, 
Washington,  D.C.  20540. 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Indian  Educa¬ 
tion,  Room  326 — Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425 
13th  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Committee  Management  Staff.  U.S.  Office  of 
Education,  Boom  4156,  FOB  6,  400  Mary¬ 
land  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20302. 

The  name  of  the  subject  committee  is 
listed  below: 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Indian  Edu¬ 
cation. 

Lincoln  C.  White. 

Executive  Director,  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  on  Indian  Ed¬ 
ucation. 

(FR  Doc.76-24731  Filed  8-23-76:8:45  am) 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
INDIAN  EDUCATION 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  sec- 
ti(«  10(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Cfxnmlttee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463,  5  UJS.C. 
Appffiidix  1),  that  the  next  meeting  of 


the  Executive  Committee  of  the  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Indian  Education 
will  be  held  September  10-11, 1976,  at  the 
Sheraton  Denver  Hotel,  3535  Quebec 
Street.  Denver,  Colorado  80207. 

The  National  Advisory  Council  on  In¬ 
dian  Education  is  established  under  sec¬ 
tion  442  of  the  Indian  Education  Act. 
TiUe  IV  of  Pub.  L.  92-318,  (20  U.S.C. 
1221g) .  The  Council,  among  other  things, 
is  directed  to: 

( 1 )  Advise  the  Commissioner  of  Education 
with  respect  to  the  administration  (Includ¬ 
ing  the  development  of  regulations  and  of 
administrative  practices  and  policies)  of  any 
program  In  which  Indian  children  or  adults 
participate  from  which  they  cap  benefit.  In* 
eluding  sections  241aa  to  241ff  and  887c  of 
this  title  and  with  respect  to  adequate  fund¬ 
ing  thereof: 

(2)  Review  applications  for  assistance 

under  sections  241aa  to  24111,  887c,  and  1211a 
of  this  title,  and  make  recommendations  to 
the  Commissioner  with  respect  to  their  ap¬ 
proval:  • 

(3)  Evaluate  programs  and  projects  carried 
out  under  any  program  of  the  Departifient  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  in  which  In¬ 
dian  children  or  adults  can  participate  cm- 
from  which  they  can  benefit,  and  dis¬ 
seminate  the  results  of  such  evaluations; 

(4)  Provide  technical  assistance  to  local 
educational  agencies  and  to  Indian  educa¬ 
tional  agencies,  institutions,  and  organiza¬ 
tions  to  assist  them  In  Improving  the  educa¬ 
tion  of  Indian  children; 

(5)  Assist  the  Commissioner  In  developing 
criteria  and  regulations  for  the  administra¬ 
tion  and  evaluation  of  grants  made  under 
section  303(b)  of  the  Act  of  September  30, 
1950,  (Pub.  L.  874,  Eighty-first  Congress); 
and 

V 

(6)  To  submit  to  the  Congress  not  later 
than  March  31  of  each  year  a  report  on  Its 
activities,  which  shall  Include  any  recom¬ 
mendations  It  may  deem  necessary  for  the 
Improvement  of  Federal  education  programs 
In  which  Indian  children  and  adulto  partici¬ 
pate,  or  from  which  they  can  benefit,  which 
report  shall  Include  statement  of  th^  Na¬ 
tional  Council's  recommendations  to  the 
Commissioner  with  respect  to  the  funding 
of  any  such  programs. 

The  meeting  on  September  10-11, 1976, 
will  be  open  to  the  public  beginning  at 
9:00  a.m.  and  ending  at  5:00  pin.  each 
day.  This  meeting  will  be  held  at  the 
Sheraton  Denver  Hotel. 

'The  proposed  agenda  Includes: 

(1)  Develc^  FY  '77  NACIE  Budget 

(2)  Discuss  Agenda  Items  for  September 
17-16,  1976,  Full  Council  Meeting 

(3)  Regular  Conunlttee  Business 

The  September  10,  1976  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  the  public  from  3:00  p.m. 
to  5:00  p.m.  for  reviewing  applications 
for  the  position  of  Deputy  Commissioner 
for  the  OfBce  of  Indian  Education  that 
must  be  held  In  confidence,  under  the 
authority  of  section  10(d)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463)  and  under  the  exemptions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Freedom  of  information 
Act,  Section  552(b)  (4  and  (6)  of  Title  5 
U.S.C.  (Pub.  L.  90-23),  45  CFR  5.71(a) 
and  5  5.71(c). 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  Council 
proceedings  and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
National  Advisory  Council  on  Indian 
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Education  located  at  425  13th  Street. 
NW..  Room  326,  Washington.  D.C.  20004. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  on  Au> 
gust  11. 1976. 

Likcoln  C.  Whitb. 
Executive  JDirector,  National 
Advitory  Council  on  Indian 
BdMcation. 

ITO  Doc.76-24754  Filed  8-23-76:8:46  am) 


National  Institute  of  Education 

NATIONAL  COUNCIL  ON  EDUCATIONAL 
RESEARCH 

Special  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  special 
meeting  of  the  National  Council  on  Edn> 
catlonal  Research  will  be  hdd  on  Au¬ 
gust  30, 1976.  at  the  National  Institute  of 
Education,  1200— 19th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington.  D.C.,  in  Room  823.  Because 
this  meeting  will  consist  solely  of  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  Fiscal  Year  1978  budget  mat¬ 
ters  which  have  not  yet  been  approved  by 
the  President  or  released  to  the  public. 
It  has  been  determined  that  this  meeting 
must  be  closed.  This  Is  in  accordance  with 
the  Council’s  policy  to  close  meetings 
only  under  the  most  extraordinary  cir¬ 
cumstances  and  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Act. 

Because  of  the  urgency  and  timing  of 
the  mid-September  budget  submission, 
it  is  essential  that  this  meeting  take  place 
on  the  above-scheduled  date  even  though 
it  creates  an  exception  to  the  require¬ 
ment  for  timely^tlfication  of  meetings. 

The  NationsuCoimcil  on  Educational 
Research  Is  established  under  Section 
405(b)  of  the  General  Education  Provi¬ 
sions  Act  (20  U B.C.  1221e(b) ) .  Its  statu¬ 
tory  duties  Include: 

(a)  Establishing  general  policies  for, 
and  reviewing  the  conduct  of  the 
Institute; 

(b)  Advising  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Education  and  the  Director  of  tiie 
Institute  on  develoixnent  of  programs  to 
be  carried  out  by  the  Institute; 

(c)  Recommending  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  and  the  Director  ways  to 
strengthen  educational  research,  to  Im¬ 
prove  the  collection  and  dissemination 
of  research  findings,  and  to  Insure  the 
Implementation  of  educational  renewal 
and  reform  based  upon  the  findings  of 
educational  research. 

Dated:  August  19, 1976. 

Vb>a  Bbowm, 

Executive  Assistant  to  the  Di¬ 
rector,  National  Institute  of 
Education. 

IFB  Doc.76-24856  PUed  8-28-76:8:46  am) 


Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health 

HEALTH  INSURANCE  BENEFITS 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Meetlnc 

Notice  Is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
Pub.  L.  92-463,  that  the  Health  Insur- 
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ance  Benefits  Advisory  Council  (HIBAC) , 
established  pursuant  to  section  1867  of 
the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended, 
which  advises  the  Secretary  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare  on  Medicare  and 
Medicaid  matters  will  meet  on  Thursday. 
September  16  at  9:00  a.m.  and  Friday, 
September  17.  1976  at  9:00  a.m.  In  Room 
5051  of  the  Department  of  Health.  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare’s  North  Building, 
Third  and  C  Streets,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Principal  consideration  and  discus¬ 
sion  will  Include  general  policy  issues  and 
options  regarding  cost-c(mtainment  and 
program  reform.  These  meetings  are 
open  for  public  observation^ 

F\uther  information  on  the  Coimcil 
may  be  obtained  by  contacting  Ronald 
M.  Klar,  MJ9.,  MP.H.,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary,  Health  Insurance  Benefits  Advisory 
Council,  Room  17A-31,  5600  Fishoe 
Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  tele¬ 
phone  (301)  443-3274  or  443-4728. 

Dated:  August  13, 1976. 

Ronald  M.  Klar, 
Executive  Secretary,  Health  In¬ 
surance  Benefits  Advisory 
CounciL 

{PR  Doc.76-24732  Piled  8-23-76;8:45  am) 


Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health 

NATIONAL  PROFESSIONAL  STANDARDS 
REVIEW  COUNCIL 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)  (2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463),  announcanent  is  made 
of  the  following  Council  meeting: 

Name:  National  Professional  Standards  Re¬ 
view  Ctonncll. 

Date  and  Time:  September  13,  1976  (10:00 
ajn.  to  5:00  pjn.)  September  14,  1976  (9:00 
son.  to  1 :00  p.m.) .  _ 

Place:  Auditorium  (first  floor),  DHSW 
North  Building,  830  Independence  Avenue, 
SwW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Purpose  of  Meeting:  The  CouncU  was  es¬ 
tablished  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  on  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  Professional  Standards  Review  (Title 
XI,  Part  B,  Social  Security  Act) .  Professional 
Standards  Review  Is  the  procedure  to  asstuw 
that  the  services  for  which  pasrment  may  be 
made  under  the  Social  Security  Act  are  medl- 
caUy  necessary  and  conform  to  i^ipropriate 
IHofesslona)  standards  fcM*  the  provision  of 
quality  health  care.  The  Council’s  agenda 
will  Include  discussion  of  a  variety  of  Issues 
relevant  to  the  implementation  of  the  PSRO 
program. 

Meeting  of  the  Council  is  open  to  the 
public.  Public  attendance  Is  limited  to 
space  available. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may  file  a 
written  statement  with  the  Council  be¬ 
fore.  during,  or  after  the  meeting.  To  the 
,extent  that  time  permits,  the  Council 
Chairman  may  allow  public  presentation 
of  oral  statements  at  the  meeting. 

AO  emnmunlcations  regarding  this 
Council  should  be  addressed  to  William 
D.  Coughlan.  Staff  Director,  Natimal 
Professional  Standards  Review  Councfl. 
Office  of  Quality  Standards,  Room  16A- 
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09,  Parklawn,  Building.  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  RockvdOe,  Maryland  30852. 

Dated:  August  16, 1976. 

WMxzam  B.  Munier, 
Executive  Secretary,  National 
Professional  Standards  Re¬ 
view  Council. 

I FR  Doc.76-24721  Plied  8-23-76:8:46  am) 


Soda!  Security  Administration  ^ 
WESTERN  SAMOA 

Finding  Ragardlng  Foreign  Social  Insurance 
or  Pension  System 

Section  202(t)  (1 )  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  (42  D.S.C.  402(t)  (1) )  prohibits  pay¬ 
ment  of  monthly  benefits  to  aliens,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  exceptions  described  in  sec¬ 
tions  202(t)  (2)  through  202(t)  (5)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  (42  U.S.C.  402(t)  (2) 
through  402(t)  (5) ) ,  for  any  month  after 
they  have  been  outside  the  United  States 
for  6  consecutive  calendar  months. 

Section  202(t)  (2)  of  the  Social  Secui'ity 
Act  (42  UJ3.C.  402(t)(2))  provides  that 
section  202<t)  (1)  shall  not  apply  to  any 
individual  who  is  a  citizen  of  a  foreign 
coimtry  which  the  Secretary  of  Heatlh, 
Education,  and  Welfare  finds  has  in  ef¬ 
fect  a  sofdal  Insurance  or  pension  system 
which  is  of  general  application  in  such 
country  and  under  which  (A)  periodic 
benefits,  or  the  actuarial  equivalent 
thereof  are  paid  on  accoimt  of  old  age, 
retirement,  or  death,  and  (B)  individuals 
who  are  ci^ens  of  the  United  States  but 
not  citizens  of  such  foreign  country  and 
who  qualify  for  such  benefits  are  per¬ 
mitted  to  receive  such  benefits  or  the  ac-- 
tuarial  equivalent  thereof  while  outside 
such  fiweign  coimtry  without  regard  to 
the  duration  of  the  absence. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  vested  in 
the  C^immlssloner  of  Social  Security  by 
the  Secretauy  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  and  redelegated  to  him,  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Bureau  of  Retirement  and 
Survivors  Insurance  has  approved  a  find¬ 
ing  that  Western  Samoa,  ^ginning 
Augrust  13.  1972,  has  a  social  insurance 
system  of  general  application  which  pays 
periodic  benefits  on  account  of  old  age, 
retirement,  or  deatji,  and  under  which 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  not  citizens 
of  Western  Samoa,  who  leave  Western 
Samoa,  are  permitted  to  receive  such 
benefits  or  their  actuarial  equivalent  at 
the  full  rate  without  qualification  or  re- 
strlctkm  while  outside  that  country. 

Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  determined 
and  found  that  Western  Samoa  has  in 
effect,  beginning  August  13, 1972,  a  social 
Insurance  saltern  which  meets  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  202<t)  (2)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  (42  UJ3.C.  402(t)  (2) ) . 

Dated:  Augttst  18, 1976. 

PssqusLB  F.  CSLICZUU, 
Dbreetor,  Bureau  of  Retirement 
cad  Survivors  Insurance. 

(FR  Doo.76-24742  FUed  8-28-76;8:46  am) 


KOERAl  RE<;iSm,  VOL  41.  NO.  145 — TUESDAY,  AUGUST  24,  1976 


35756 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Highwey  Administration 
INTERSTATE  FUNDING  STUDY 
Request  for  Comments 

F*ursuant  to  section  150(s)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1976  (Pid).  L. 
94-280)  the  Federal  Higdiway  Adminis¬ 
tration,  in  conjimction  with  the  OfiBce  of 
the  Secretary  of  Transportation,  is  pre¬ 
paring  a  report  to  Congress  on  the  fi¬ 
nancing  of  the  completion  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  System.  Section  150(a) 
specifically  requests  that  the  report 
“Identify  and  analyze  optional  financing 
methods  including  State  bonding  au¬ 
thority  under  which  the  Secretary  con¬ 
tracts  to  reimburse  the  States  for  up  to 
90  per  centum  of  the  principal  and  inter¬ 
est  on  such  bonds.”  Present  law  does  not 
allow  Federal  participation  in  interest 
payments  on  such  bonds.  The  report  is  to 
be  submitted  to  Ccmgress  by  February  5, 
1977. 

To  assure  that  all  concerned  parties 
have  an  oiHX)rtunlty  to  express  their 
views,  the  I^eral  Highway  Administra¬ 
tion  is  s<^citing  comments  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  this  study.  Although  any  area  of 
the  subject  may  be  commented  upon,  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration  would 
be  most  Interested  in  views  concerning 
the  feasibility  of  the  States  to  issue  bonds 
to  accelerate  construction  of  all  or  por¬ 
tions  of  the  Interstate  Highway  System, 
and  the  potential  economic,  employment, 
construction  industry,  and  other  impacts 
of  an  accelerated  Interstate  System  con¬ 
struction  program. 

Interested  persons  or  organizations 
should  submit  their  comments,  in  writ¬ 
ing,  to  the  Federal  Highway  Administra¬ 
tion,  Office  of  Program  and  Policy  Plan¬ 
ning,  HPP-30,  Washington,  D.C.  20590, 
no  later  than  September  20, 1976. 

Issued  on:  August  18, 1976. 

Norbert  T.  Tiemann, 
Federal  Highway 
Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.76-24727  Piled  8-23-76;8:45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Order  76-6-85;  Docket'No.  28744;  Agreement 
CAB  25762) 

CONTINENTAL  AIR  UNES,  INC.  AND 
RIO  AIRWAYS,  INC. 

Order  on  Reconsideration 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  17th  day  of  August,  1976. 

By  order  76-5-120,  May  25,  1976,  the 
Board  set  for  hearing  the  application  of 
Continental  Air  Lines.  Inc.  (C<mtinental) 
to  suspend  its  service  over  the  Midland/ 
Odessa-Tulsa  portion  of  segment  3, 
Route  29,  for  a  five-year  period,  and  to 
am>rove  Continental’s  agreement  with 
Rio  Airways,  Inc.  (Rio)  fw  the  replace¬ 
ment  of  its  suspended  service.^  Hie 
Board’s  order  states  that  the  issues  in  the 


*  Agreement  CAB  26782. 


pr(x;eedlng  shall  Include:  (1)  whether 
Continental’s  authority  to  serve  the 
Mldland/Odessa-Tulsa  portion  of  seg¬ 
ment  3  should  be  suspended  or  dieted, 
and,  if  so,  what  conditions  should  be 
attached  to  any  suspension  found  to  be 
required;  and  (2)  whether  the  Conti¬ 
nental/Rio  Replacement  Agreement 
should  be  approved,  and.  if  so,  what 
conditions  should  be  attached  to  the 
approval. 

TTie  Midland/Odessa  parties  filed  a 
timely  petition  for  reconsideration  of  the 
Board’s  order  urging  that  the  Board  re¬ 
define  the  issues  to  include  alternatives 
to  suspension/ replacement  and  to  clarify 
the  order. 

It  requests  that  the  expanded  issues 
include  (1)  whether  the  public  interest 
requires  the  removal  or  modification  of 
conditions  (5)  and  (6)  of  Continental's 
certificate,'  and  (2)  whether  the  public 
interest  requires  certification  of  an  addi¬ 
tional  carrier  to  serve  the  Midland/ 
Odessa-Tulsa  portion  of  segment  3.  Fur¬ 
ther.  it  requests  that  the  Board  make 
clear  that  there  is  no  issue  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  of  suspending  Ccmtinental’s 
service  without  replacement  by  a  more 
responsive  and  efficient  service,  and  that 
the  issue  of  suspension  of  Continental 
on  the  Midland/Odessa-Tulsa  segment 
of  Route  29  includes  the  more  limited 
issue  of  simply  authorizing  the  carrier  to 
overfly  Wichita  Falls  and/or  Lawton/ 
Fort  SiU. 

Tlie  petition  is  opposed  by  Continental 
to  the  extent  that  it  would  transform 
the  proceeding  into  a  Midland/Odessa- 
Oklahoma  route  proceeding.  Continental 
does  not  oppose  expansion  of  the  issues 
to  Include  the  removal  of  restrictions 
from  its  certificate  authority  affecting 
its  ability  to  serve  segment  3.  but  it 
stresses  the  point  that  such  measures 
alone  are  not  adequate  to  solve  its  service 
problems  on  this  segment,  which  are  al¬ 
legedly  caused  in  large  part  by  the  ready 
access  of  the  potential  flow  traffic  to 
faster,  convenient  connecting  service 
over  the  Dallas/Fort  Worth  gateway. 
Continental  vigorously  opposes  the  con¬ 
sideration  in  this  proceeding  of  applica¬ 
tions  frcMn  other  certificated  carriers  for 
Midland/Odessa-.Oklahoma  authm'ity. 
which  it  asserts  would  completely  change 
the  proceeding  from  one  for  suspension/ 
replMement  to  a  full-blown  new  route 
proceeding,  and  would  doom  all  prospects 
for  continuing  service  to  all  points  on 
segment  3.  Neither  Continental  nor  Rio 


*Ck>n(iitlon  (5)  In  substance  requires  that 
all  Kansas  Oty-Tulsa  flights  serve  Albuquer¬ 
que  or  ra  Paso.  Condition  (8)  requires  that 
all  Chlcago-Kanaas  City  flights  serve  lx»  An¬ 
geles  or  a  point  west  thereof.  As  Continental 
points  out,  consideration  of  condition  (6) 
would  be  futile  unless  condition  (8)  (a)  were 
also  put  In  Issue;  the  latter  precludes 
Chlcago-Kansas  City  flights  from  serving 
points  south  of  Kansas  City  which  are  not 
on  segment  6  (as  none  of  the  Texas/CBcIa- 
honm  points  here  at  Issue  are) .  Continental 
had  previously  asserted  that  these  conditions 
make  It  dlfllcult  to  flow  Chicago  and  Kansas 
City  tralBe  over  segment  8  In  order  to  sup¬ 
port  Tulsa/Oklahoma  Clty-Lubbock/Mld- 
land/Odessa  service. 


would  be  interested  in  investing  their 
resources  in  providing  service  to  the  re¬ 
mainder  (ff  the-  segment  U'  stripped  of 
the  opportunity  for  providing  replace¬ 
ment  service  in  the  Luhbock/Midland/ 
Odessa-Oklahoma  markets. 

’The  Bureau  states  it  would  join  in  the 
request  for  inclusion  of  the  issue  of  de¬ 
leting  restrictions  from  Continental’s 
authority,  but  only  if  the  inclusion  of  tiie 
issue  is  not  opposed  by  Continental.  The 
Bureau  would,  In  the  event  such  restric¬ 
tion  removal  is  placed  in  issue,  open  the 
proceeding  to  consider  new  route  appli¬ 
cations  from  other  certificated  carriers; 
however,  the  Bureau  does  not  Justify  or 
even  explain  its  position  on  this  point. 
Further,  the  Bureau  omioses  Midland/ 
Odessa’s  suggestion  that  the  Board  make 
clear  that  this  proceeding  will  not  enable 
Continental  to  suspend  service  without 
providing  replacement  service.  It  con¬ 
tends  that  the  Board  has  retained  and 
should  retain  the  freedom  to  attach  any 
conditions  to  its  final  order  as  the  public 
Interest  may  dictate.  The  Bureau  does 
not  oppose  clarification  of  the  suspension 
issue  as  including  permission  to  over^ 
Wichita  Falls  and  Lawton/Fort  SiU.* 

Midland/Odessa’s  -petition  to  expand 
the  issues  will  be  denied.  Putting  in  issue 
the  deletion  of  Continental’s  conditions 
(5)  and  (6)  would  completely  transform 
the  proceeding  into  a  major  competitive 
route  case  in  which  the  Issues  of  new 
turnaround  authority  in  the  Chicago- 
Kansas  City  and  Kansas  City-’Tulsa 
markets  would  completely  overshadow 
the  Issues  of  service  in  the  segment  3 
markets  vdilch  are  the  intended  subject 
of  this  proceeding.  As  Contlnenal  points 
out,  it  would  also  be  necessary  to  put  in 
issue  its  condition  (8)  (a) ,  thereby  rais¬ 
ing  similar  extraneous  issues  of  new 
single-plane  authority  in  niunerous 
Chlcago-Texas/Oklahoma  markets;  and 
the  carrier  further  suggests  putting  new 
Kansas  City-Oklahoma  C^ty  nonstop  au¬ 
thority  in  i^ue.  No  showing  whatever  has 
been  made  to  justify  so  vast  an  expansion 
of  the  proceeding;  indeed.  Continental 
has  been  at  pains  to  depreciate  the  sug¬ 
gestion  that  deletion  of  these  certificate 
restrictions  could  be  expected  to  result  in 


*  Continental  flled  a  motion  for  leave  to  flle 
an  otherwise  unauthorized  document,  which 
motion  will  be  granted,  and  a  reply  to  the 
Bureau’s  answw.  In  which  It  supports  In- 
cliislon  of  the  Issue  of  deleting  Its  conditions 
(6)  and  (6).  provided  condition  (8)  (a)  Is 
also  put  In  Issue,  and  suggests  a  still  further 
expansion  of  the  case  to  Include  the  possi¬ 
bility  of  extending  segment  3  to  Kansas  City, 
thereby  putting  In  issue  new  Kansas  Clty- 
Oklahoma  City  nonstop  authority.  If  dele¬ 
tion  of  Its  conditions  (5),  (6),  and  (8)  (a)  Is 
put  In  issue.  Continental  states  It  wlU  not 
<^pose  consideration  of  competing  applica¬ 
tions  to  serve  me  Tulsa-Mldland/Odessa  por¬ 
tion  of  segment  3. 

American  Airlines  subsequently  flled  a  mo¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  flle  an  otherwise  unauthor¬ 
ized  document,  which  motion  will  also  be 
granted,  and  an  answer  opposing  the  expan¬ 
sion  of  the  issues  propos^  by  the  Midland/ 
Odessa  parties  as  ampllfled  by  (Continental  in 
Its  answer  to  the  Midland/Odessa  petition 
and  further  ampllfled  In  Its  reply  to  the  Bu¬ 
reau’s  answer. 
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a  significantly  Increased  flow  of  Chicago 
and  Kansas  City  tra£Sc  over  segment  3, 
and  our  own  analysis  indicates  little  wp- 
port  for  segment  3  operations  coula  be 
expected  to  result,  in  view  of  the  multi- 
stop  nature  of  any  Chicago/Kansas  Clty- 
Mldland/Odessa  service  Continental 
might  be  able  to  moimt  and  the  superior 
frequency,  speed,  and  convenience  of 
existing  connecting  service  via  Dallas/ 
Port  Worth.* 

By  the  same  token,  although  a  lesser 
expansion  of  the  issues  to  Include  a  lim¬ 
ited  modification  rather  than  outright 
deletion  of  Continental’s  conditions  (5), 
(6) ,  and  (8)  (a)  might  not  reqiilre  open¬ 
ing  up  the  proceeding  to  competing  ap¬ 
plications,  the  foregoing  analysis  indi¬ 
cates  bo  little  likelihood  of  any  useful 
result,  in  terms  of  materially  strengthen¬ 
ing  Continental’s  ability  to  serve  segment 
3,  to  Justify  the  complication  and  ma¬ 
terial  delay  of  the  proceeding  which  even 
such  a  limited  consideration  of  Contin¬ 
ental’s  certificate  restrictions  would  en¬ 
tail.  Moreover,  we  detect  no  interest  by 
Continental  in  such  a  limited  considera¬ 
tion  of  its  restrictions. 

Although  consideration  of  substitute 
certificated  service  over  the  Midland/ 
Odessa-'Tulsa  portion  of  segment  3  would 
not  necessarily  transform  or  greatly  ex¬ 
pand  the  scope  of  the  proceeding,  our 
analysis  Indicates  very  little  likelihood 
that  any  certificated  carrier  would  hope 
to  operate  such  service  on  an  economi¬ 
cally  sound  basis.  In  view  of  the  small 
traffic  flows  involved  and  the  availability 
of  relatively  ample  and  convenient  con¬ 
necting  service.  The  certificated  carriers 
who  might  be  expected  to  be  interested 
in  providing  such  substitute  service  are 
apparently  in  agreement,  since  nrnie  of 
them  have  in  fact  filed  applications.  In 
view  of  the  absence  of  any  such  applica¬ 
tions,  Midland/Odessa’s  petition  to  ex¬ 
pand  the  Issues  In  this  respect  is  essen¬ 
tially  moot,  and  will  accordingly  be  de¬ 
nied. 

Midland/Odessa  also  requests  clarifi¬ 
cation  that  there  is  no  issue  in  this  case 
of  suspending  Continental  without  re¬ 
placement  service.  In  the  interest  of  pro¬ 
viding  the  Board  with  maximum  deci¬ 
sional  flexibility  we  will  not  adopt  Mid¬ 
land/Odessa’s  suggested  clarification. 
Under  the  issues  as  framed  by  Order  76- 
5-120,  the  suspension  of  Continental’s 
authority  without  a  replacement  service 
is  one  of  a  variety  of  alternative  courses 
of  action  the  Bocud  could  adopt. 


*ln  Order  76-6-84,  In  denying  a  separate 
petition  by  the  Midland/Odessa  parties  for 
an  Investigation  of  service  between  Midland/ 
Odessa  and  points  in  the  East,  the  Board  de¬ 
termined  inter  alia  that  the  historic  traffic  in 
the  Midland/Odesea-Chlcago  market  (4,640 
OAD  passengers  in  1074,  or  fewer  than  7  pas¬ 
sengers  per  day  in  each  direction)  does  not 
warrant  an  Investigation  of  the  need  for 
first  single-plane  service  in  that  market,  par- 
ticvilarly  since  infrequent  multistop  service 
could  be  expected  to  attract  only  a  portion  of 
the  available  traffic  In  the  face  of  one-stop 
connecting  service  over  l^alIas/y^l>rt  Worth. 
That  conclusion  is  obvlo\isly  relevant  here. 


FEDERAL 


Midland/Odessa’s  requested  clarifica¬ 
tion  that  the  suspension  issue  as  stated 
in  Order  76-5-120  includes  the  issue  of 
authority  to  suspend  and  overfly  certain 
low-traffic-generating  points  on  segment 
3  has  merit  and  will  be  granted.*  In  addi¬ 
tion,  Continental  has  indicated  in  its  lat¬ 
est  pleading  that  it  desires  to  retain  im- 
suspended  its  authority  (presently  un¬ 
used)  to  operate  over  segment  3  between 
’Tulsa-Oklahoma  City  and  Aubuquerque/ 
El  Paso — a  desire  inconsistent  with  its 
original  application  to  suspend  service 
over  segment  3,  and  at  least  technically 
inconsistent  with  the  way  the  issues  in 
the  proceeding  were  framed  in  Order  76- 
5-120.  In  view  of  this  clarification  of  the 
applicant’s  intentions,  it  is  appropriate 
to  reframe  the  principal  issue  as  being 
the  suspension  or  deletion  of  Continen¬ 
tal’s  authority  to  serve  any  or  all  of  the 
present  intermediate  points  in  segment 
3.* 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  that: 

1.  Ordering  paragraph  2(a)  of  Order 
76-5-120  is  hereby  amended  to  read: 

(a)  Do  the  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  require  that  the  authority  of  Continental 
Air  Lines,  Inc.,  to  serve  any  or  all  of  the  in¬ 
termediate  points  presently  named  on  seg¬ 
ment  3  of  Its  certificate  for  Route  29  be  sus¬ 
pended  or  deleted?  If  so,  what  terms,  condi¬ 
tions,  and  limitations.  If  any,  should  be  at¬ 
tached  to  any  suspension  or  deletion  found 
to  be  required? 

2.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  herein, 
the  petition  for  reconsideration  filed  by 
the  Midland/Odessa  parties  be  and  it 
hereby  is  denied;  and 

3.  The  motions  of  Continental  Air  Lines 
and  American  Airlines  for  leave  to  file 
otherwise  unauthorized  documents  be 
and  they  hereby  are  granted. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

3y  the  Cfivil  Aeronautics  Board: 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

(FR  DOC.76-2476&  Filed  8-23-76;8:46  am] 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

Notice  of  Proposed  System  of  Records 

In  accordance  with  5  UJ3.C.  552a(e) 
(4)  and  ( 11) ,  Section  3  of  the  Privacy  Act 
of  1974  (Public  Law  93-579),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Cmnmission  pro- 
PK)ses  to  establish  a  new  system  of  rec- 


*  It  must  be  pointed  out,  however,  that  any 
right  to  overfiy  a  suspended  point  would  not 
abrogate  specific  conditions  otherwise  con¬ 
tained  In  Continental’s  certificate.  See,  for 
example.  Application  of  Hughes  Alrweet, 

^  Order  74-9-7,  September  4,  1974,  note  14. 

•  Continental  bolds  authority  over  other 
segments  In  the  Tulsa-Oklahoma  City,  Lub- 
bock-Albuquerque,  Lubbock-Midland/Odes¬ 
sa,  and  Mldland/Odessa/El  Paso  markets 
which  will  not  be  affected  by  any  s\ispenslon 
or  deletion  of  Intermediate  points  on  seg¬ 
ment  3  which  may  be  ordered  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  See  footnotes  1  and  12  of  Order 
76-8-120. 
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ords  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Privacy  Act,  ’The  following  system  of  rec¬ 
ords.  the  CSC  Managerial  Potential  Rat¬ 
ing  System  (CSC-9) ,  is  a  new  system  of 
records  for  which  no  publi':  notice  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
552a(e)  (4)  has  been  previously  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a(o)  and  guide¬ 
lines  for  Implementing  the  Privacy  Act 
established  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  in  OMB  Circular  A-108,  on 
June  9. 1976,  the  Commission  transmitted 
to  the  Congress,  the  Privacy  Protection 
Study  Commission,  and  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  the  required 
“Report  on  New  Sirstems”  for  the  CSC 
Managerial  Potential  Rating  System. 

Any  Interested  persons  may  submit 
written  comments  on  this  notice  to  the 
Director.  Personnel  and  Labor  Relations 
Division.  Bureau  of  Management  Serv¬ 
ices,  U.S.  Civil  Service  Commission,  1900 
E  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C,,  by 
September  23, 1976. 

All  written  comments  received  from 
the  public  through  that  date  will  be  con¬ 
sider^  by  the  Cmninission  before  adop¬ 
tion  of  final  notice.  The  comments  re¬ 
ceived  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  above  address  between 
the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday  (except  holidays)  imtll 
September  23. 1976. 

Effective  date:  This  notice  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  September  24, 1976. 

CSC-9 

System  name.  CSC  Managerial  Poten¬ 
tial  Rating  System-CSC. 

System  location.  Bureau  of  Manage¬ 
ment  Services,  U.S.  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  1900  E  Street,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20415. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  system.  Individuals  who  are  em¬ 
ployed  or  who  were  employed  on  or  after 
the  date  of  implementation  of  the  sys¬ 
tem  by  the  U.S.  Civil  Service  Commission 
in  permanent  positions  classified  in  pay 
grades  OS-13,  08-14,  and  08-15,  and 
their  supervisors. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system. 
These  records  contain  the  following 
types  of  information  about  the  covered 
individuals: 

a.  Demographic  data — date  of  birth, 
sex.  educational  level,  year  cd  degree, 
academic  discipline,  service  computa¬ 
tion  date,  handicap  code,  and  minority 
group  designator. 

b.  Position  data — organization,  occu¬ 
pation,  grade  level,  number  of  employees 
supervised,  identification  of  supervisors. 

c.  Rating  data — ratings  of  managerial 
potential  obtained  from  the  employee 
and  his  supervisors,  and  date  of  rating. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  sys¬ 
tem.  Sections  3341,  3361,  4118,  and  4503 
of  TiUe  5,  U.S.C. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses.  These 
records  are  used  to: 
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a.  Serve  as  a  basis  for  employee  coim- 
seling  by  supenrison  on  career  der^op- 
ment. 

b.  Rank  the  managerial  potmtlal  of 
covered  nmdoyees  as  one  the  ele> 
ments  used  for  agency  management  de> 
cislons  regarding  career  development, 
awards,  and  pnxnotlons  to  managerial 
positions. 

c.  DNnographlc  data  will  be  used  to 
produce  statistical  siunmarles  to  help  as> 
sure  that  ratings  are  based  soldy  on  in¬ 
dividual  performance.  The  summaries 
will  Indicate  trends  that  will  be  helpful 
in  assessing  compliance  with  equal 
ployment  otHwrtunity  and  In  assessing 
the  relationship  of  managerial  potmtlal 
rating  to  such  factors  as  educational 
level,  recency  of  education  academic  dis¬ 
cipline,  and  years  (A  Federal  service. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  re¬ 
trieving,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dispos¬ 
ing  of  records  in  the  system.  See  Storage, 
Retrlevablllty,  Saf^uards,  Access,  Re¬ 
tention  and  Disposal  below. 

Storage. — ^Ihe  records  are  maintained 
on  magnetic  tape,  punched  cards,  lists, 
and  fmms. 

Retrievability. — ^Rec(x*ds  are  Indexed 
by  a  comblnaticm  of  name,  ^idoyee 
Identiflcation  number,  grade,  occui^lon, 
and  organlzatlcm. 

Safeguards. — ^Recmds  are  stored  in 
lockable  metal  file  cabinets  or  In  secured 
rooms  with  access  limited  to  those  whose 
official  duties  require  access. 

Retention  and  Disposal. — ^Aut(»nated 
records  are  retained  tor  five  to  ten  years. 
Manual  input  Is  retained  for  three  years. 

System  manager  and  address.  Direc¬ 
tor,  Personnel  and  Labor  Relations  Divi¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Management  Services, 
UB.  Civil  Service  Commission,  1900  E 
Street.  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20415. 

Notification  procedure.  Inquiries,  in¬ 
cluding  name,  CSC  employee  identlfica- 
tl(m  number,  and  date  of  ndlng,  should 
be  addressed  to  the  system  manager 
named  above. 

Record  access  procedures.  Currmt  or 
former  employees  eho  wish  to  gain  ac¬ 
cess  to  their  records  shotild  direct  such  a 
request  in  writing,  including  their  name, 
CSC  employee  identlficatkm  number,  and 
date  of  rating,  to  the  system  manager 
named  above. 

Contesting  record  procedures.  Same 
as  Rec<n*d  Access  Procedures,  above. 

Record  source  categories.  Information 
In  this  system  of  records  comes  from  the 
Individual  to  whom  it  applies,  and/or  the 
Individual’s  supervisors,  except  position 
and  demographic  information  provided 
by  agency  ofllclals. 

UwiTED  Stars  Civil  Srv- 
icB  ComoaeaQw 

[seal]  Jakes  C.  Spet, 

Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 

(FR  DOC.7S-24228  Filed  S-1S-76;8:4S  am] 


ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

GLOBAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  EFFECTS  OF 
CARBON  DIOXlOE 

Establishment  of  Study  Group 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  (Pli.  92-463),  I  hereby  cer¬ 
tify  that  the  establishment  of  a  Study 
Group  on  Global  Environmental  Effects 
of  Carbon  Dioxide  as  hereinafter  iden¬ 
tified  is  in  the  public  interest  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  performance  of  duties  im¬ 
posed  upon  the  Energy  Research  and 
Devdopment  Administration  by  the  En¬ 
ergy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974  and 
other  applicable  law.  This  determination 
follows  consultation  with  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  <OMB),  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  9(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  No.  A-63  (Revised) . 

1.  Name  of  Advisory  Committee.  Study 
Group  on  Global  Environmental  Effects 
of  Carbon  Dioxide. 

2.  Purpose.  To  give  guidance  to  ERDA 
in  the  development  of  its  role  in  environ¬ 
mental  research  dealing  with  the  global 
effects  of  Increasing  levds  ol  carbon  di¬ 
oxide  produced  by  fossil  fuel  combustiim 
and  related  matters.  The  Group’s  guid¬ 
ance  will  be  based  on  a  thorough  review 
of  ongoing  and  planned  national  and  In¬ 
ternational  research  activities  in  this 
area.  Due  recognition  will  also  be  given 
to  recommendations  put  forward  by  the 
various  scientific  deliberative  bodies.  A 
preliminary  guidance  document  is  to  be 
submitted  to  the  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Environment  and  Safety  by  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1976.  A  more  detailed  report  Is 
to  be  submitted  by  April  30,  1977.  This 
report  may  be  updated  subsequently  by 
amendments  if  deemed  necessary  in  the 
view  of  the  Group  or  the  Assistant  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Environment  and  Safety. 
The  Group  will  also  review  and  comment 
upon  the  research  program  developed  as 
a  result  of  its  guidance  until  the  Group’s 
date  of  termination. 

3.  EffecNve  date,  establishment,  and 
duration.  The  Study  Group  Is  established 
effective  on  Septanbo*  8,  1976  and  after 
filing  of  the  charter  with  the  standing 
committees  of  Congress  having  legisla¬ 
tive  Jurisdiction  over  the  Energy  Re¬ 
search  and  Devtioianent  Administration. 
The  Study  Group’s  termination  date  shall 
be  December  31, 1978. 

4.  Membership.  The  w^tx^l^ershlp  of 
the  Study  Group  on  Global  Environmen¬ 
tal  Effects  of  Carbon  Dioxide  shall  be 
fairly  balanced  in  terms  of  the  points  at 
view  represented  and  the  Group’s  func- 
tkm.  Membership  will  Include  reiuR^ta- 
tlves  from  the  fields  of  the  ecological 
sciences,  metercwology,  oceanography, 
and  engineering.  Individuals  with  strong 
sdeotifle  backgrounds  and  high  levd 
scientific  administration  experience  win 


be  included.  Other  qualified  and  experi- 
mced  Individuals  who  can  contribute  to 
the  activities  ot  the  Group  wfll  also  be 
Included.  There  wlU  be  no  (Uscrlminatlon 
<m  the  basis  of  race,  ciden*.  creed,  national 
origin,  religion,  or  sex. 

5.  Study  Group  on  Global  Environ¬ 
mental  Effects  of  Carbon  Dioxide  Opera¬ 
tion.  The  Study  Group  will  operate  in 
accOTdance  with  provisions  eff  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (PX.  92-463). 
ERDA  pcdlcy  and  procedures,  OMB  Clr- 
ciUar  No.  A-63  (Revised) .  and  other  di¬ 
rectives  and  instructions  Issued  In  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  Act.  The  Study  Group 
will  be  provided  with -the  necessary  sup¬ 
port  to  accomplish  its  purpose. 

Effective  date:  August  24,  1976. 

Robxrt  C.  Skamams,  Jr., 
Administrator. 
(FR  Doc.76-a4817  FUed  8-38-76:8:45  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(PF44:  FBL  604-5] 

BASF  WLANDOTTE  CORP.  AND 
THOMPSON-HAYWARO  CHEMICAL  CO. 

Filing  of  Pesticide  Petitions 

Pursuant  to  the  provlsicms  of  section 
4()8(d)  (1)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act,  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  gives  notice  that  the  foUow- 
ing  petltlmis  have  been  submitted  to  the 
Agency  for  consideration. 

PP  6F1838.  BASF  Wyandotte  Corp.,  Agrlcul- 
Uural  Chemicals  Dept.,  100  Cherry  win  Rd., 
Pareippany  NJ  07054.  Proposes  that  40  CFR 
180.355  be  amended  by  the  establishment 
of  tolerances  for  combined  residues  of  the 
herbicide  bentazon  (8-l8C9ropyl-lH-a,l,S- 
benzothladlaaln  -  4(3H)  -  one  -  3,3  -  diox¬ 
ide)  and  Ita  6-  and  8-hydroxy  metaboUtes 
In  or  on  the  raw  agrlcidtural  commodities 
peanuts  (nutmeats  after  the  removal  of 
hulls)  at  0.06  part  per  miiiiftn  (ppm) ,  pea¬ 
nut  hay  at  8  ppm,  peanut  hulls  at  03  ppm. 
com  grain  and  fresh  com  (Including  sweet 
com.  hem^B  plus  cob  with  husk  removed) 
at  0.06  ppm.  com  forage  and  fodder  at 
3  ppnL  rice  at  0.05  ppm,  rice  straw  at  3 
ppm.  the  hay  of  seed  and  pod  vegetables 
(except  soybeans)  at  3  ppm.  and  soybean 
hay  at  03  ppm.  Proposed  analytical  meth¬ 
od  for  determining  residues  la  a  gas  chro¬ 
matographic  procedure  using  a  flame  pho¬ 
tometric  detector  In  the  sulfur  spedflo 
mode  (304  mm) .  PM25  (303/755-7013) 

PP  6F1833.  Thompson-Hayward  Chemical  Co., 
PO  Box  3383  Kansas  City  KS  66110.  Pro¬ 
poses  that  40  CFR  180  be  amended  by  the 
establishment  of  a  tolerance  for  residues 
of  the  Insecticide  N-(((4-chlo^henyl) 
amlno]carbonyl]-3.e-dmoroh«wi^miii»  tn 
or  on  the  raw  agricultural  commodity  soy¬ 
beans  at  0.06  ppm.  Proposed  analytical 
method  for  determining  reslduas  is  a  high- 
pressure  liquid  chromatograi^e  procedure 
using  UV  spectrometry.  PM17  (303/436- 
9435) 

Interested  persMis  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  on  any  petlttons 
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referred  to  in  this  notice  to  the  Federal 
Register  Section.  Technical  Services  Di* 
vision  (WH-669),  OiBce  of  Pesticide 
Programs,  Room  401,  East  Tower,  401  M 
St.  SW,  Washington  DC  20460.  Three 
copies  of  the  comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  facilitate  the  work  of  the 
Agency  and  of  others  interested  in  in¬ 
specting  them.  Inquiries  concerning  spe¬ 
cific  petitions  referred  to  in  this  notice 
may  be  directed  to  the  designated  Prod¬ 
uct  Manager  (PM).  Registration  Divi¬ 
sion  (WH-567) .  Office  of  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams,  at  the  above  address,  or  by  tele¬ 
phone  at  the  numbers  cited.  Written 
comments  should  bear  a  notation  indi¬ 
cating  the  number  of  the  petition  to 
which  the  ccmunents  pertain.  Comments 
may  be  made  at  any  time  while  a  peti¬ 
tion  is  pending  before  the  Agency.  All 
written  comments  filed  pursuant  to  this 
notice  will  be  avallaUe  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  in  the  office  of  the  Federal  Register 
Section  8:30  am.  to  4:00  p.m.  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Dated:  August  16,  1976. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

Director,  Registration  Division. 

(PR  Doc.76-24707  PUed  6-23-76:8:46  ami 
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DOW  CHEMICAL  CO.  ET  AL 

Issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permits 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 
7  UJ3.C.  136),  experimental  use  permits 
have  been  issued  to  the  ftdlowing  appli¬ 
cants.  Such  permits  are  in  accordance 
with,  and  subject  to,  the  provisitms  of 
40  CFR  Part  172;  Part  172  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  April  30, 
1975  (40  FR  18780),  and  defines  EPA 
procedures  with  respect  to  the  use  of 
pesticides  for  experimental  purposes. 

No.  464-EnP-47.  Dow  Chemical  Company. 
Midland,  Michigan  48640.  This  experimental 
use  permit  allows  the  uae  of  82,417  pounds 
of  the  mlcrobloclde  bromine  chloride  In  ef¬ 
fluent  for  evaluatlcm  of  disinfection  In  sew¬ 
age  disposal  plants  to  control  bacteria  and 
viruses  and  In  water  used  In  "once  through” 
Industrial  water  cooler  systems  to  evaluate 
control  of  growth  ot  algae,  bacteria,,  and 
fxingL  A  total  of  8,308A00  gallons  of  water 
are  Involved;  the  program  Is  authorized  only 
In  the  States  of  Maryland  and  Hawaii.  The 
experimental  use  permit  Is  effective  from 
July  9,  1976,  to  July  9,  1977. 

No.  301-BnP-60.  Shell  Chemical  Company, 
Washington,  DC  20460.  This  experimental  use 
permit  allows  the  use  of  0,600  pounds  of  the 
Insecticide  (a  synthetic  pyrethrold)  cyano 
(8  -  phenoxyphenyl)  methyl-4-chloro-a-(l- 
methyletbyl)  benzene-acetate  on  cotton  to 
evaluate  control  of  the  Pink  BoUworm,  the 
Oottonleaf  Perforator,  the  Tobacco  Bud- 
worm  and  the  Cotton  BoUworm  and  to  eval¬ 
uate  reduction  of  the  BoUweevll.  A  total  of 
6,000  acres  Is  Involved;  the  program  Is  au- 
th<»dzed  only  in  the  States  of  Alabama,  Ari¬ 
zona,  Arkansas,  California,  Ploida,  Oeorgla, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  and  Texas.  The  exp«rimental 
use  permit  Is  effective  from  July  9,  1076,  to 
July  9,  1977.  A  temporary  tolerance  for  resi¬ 


dues  of  the  active  Ingredient  In  or  on  cotton¬ 
seed  has  been  estsMlsbed. 

No.  389-EUP-74.  Chevron  Chemical  Com¬ 
pany,  Richmond.  California  94804.  TThls  ex¬ 
perimental  use  permit  allows  the  use  of  the 
rMnalnlng  supply  of  354.76  pounds  of  the 
insecticide  ac^hate  authorized  In  a  previ¬ 
ous  experimental  use  permit;  the  Insecticide 
wlU  be  used  on  almonds  to  evaluate  control 
of  the  Naval  Orangeworm.  A  total  of  60  acres 
Is  Involved;  the  program  Is  authorized  only 
In  the  State  of  California.  The  experimental 
use  permit  Is  effective  from  July-io,  1976.  to 
July  31,  1977.  A  temporary  tolerance  for 
residues  of  the  active  Ingredient  In  or  on 
almonds  has  been  established. 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review 
the  experimental  use  permits  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  Room  E-315,  Registration  Divi¬ 
sion  (WH-567),  Office  of  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams,  EPA,  401  M  St.,  S.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20460.  It  is  suggested  that  such 
interested  persons  call  202/755-4851  be¬ 
fore  visiting  the  EPA  Headquarters  Of¬ 
fice,  so  that  the  appropriate  permits  may 
be  made  conveniently  available  for  re¬ 
view  purposes.  Hiese  files  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:00 
p.m.  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  August  16,  1976. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

Director.  Registration  Division. 

|FR  Doc.76-24710  Filed  8-23-76;8:45  am) 
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MOBIL  CHEMICAL  CO.  ET  AL. 

Issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permits 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fimgicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 
7  n.S.C.  136),  experimental  use  permits 
have  been  issued  to  the  following  appli¬ 
cants.  Such  permits  are  in  accordance 
with,  and  subject  to,  the  provisions  of  40 
CFR  Part  172;  Part  172  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  April  30,  1975 
(40  FR  18780),  and  defines  EPA  proce¬ 
dures  with  respect  to  the  use  of  pesticides 
for  experimental  purposes. 

No.  2224-EUP-16.  Mobil  Chemical  Com¬ 
pany,  Richmond,  Virginia  23261.  This  experi¬ 
mental  use  permit  allows  the  use  of  162 
pounds  of  the  Insecticide  l-ethoxy-4-(l-|4- 
(1,1  .  dlmetbyletbyl)pbeflyl)-3-nltrobutyl)- 
benzene  on  apples,  pears,  petwdiee.  soybeans, 
cabbage,  broccoli,  bimssels  sprouts,  cauli¬ 
flowers,  oollards,  Irish  potatoes,  and  tomatoes 
to  evaluate  control  of  a  variety  of  Insects.  A 
total  of  160.6  acres  Is  Involved;  the  program 
Is  authorized  only  In  the  States  of  Alabama, 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas.  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Minnesota.  Mississippi,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Dakota, 
Ohio,  Oregon.  Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina. 
Texas,  Virginia,  Washington,  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming.  The  experimental  uae  permit  Is 
effective  from  May  13.  1976,  to  May  13,  1977. 
Any  crops  treated  under  this  permit  wUl  be 
destroyed  or  used  for  research  purposes  only. 

No.  l<)0-EUP-44.  Clba-Oelgy  Corporation, 
Greensboro,  North  Carolina  37409.  This  ex¬ 
perimental  use  permit  allows  the  use  of  868 
pounds  of  a  herbicide  which  Is  a  mixture  of 
3  -  chloro  -  N  -(3  -  ethyl -6-metbylphenyl)  -N- 


(3-methoxy-l-methyletbyl)  acetamide  and 
procyazine  on  com  to  evaluate  control  of 
axmual  grasses  and  broadleaf  weeds.  A  total 
of  677  acres  Is  Involved;  the  program  is  au¬ 
thorized  only  In  the  States  of  Colorado,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  nilncds,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky.  Maine,  Maryland,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Massachusetts,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  New  Hampshire.  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Dakota.  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 
The  e:q>erlmental  use  permit  Is  effective  from 
July  9,  1976,  to  April  30,  1977.  A  temporary 
tolerance  for  residues  of  the  active  Ingredient 
in  or  <m  com  has  been  established. 

No.  1016-EUP-35.  Union  Carbide  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Washington  DC  20006.  This  experl-' 
mental  use  permit  allows  the  use  of  880 
pounds  of  an  Insecticide  which  is  a  mixture 
of  carbaryl  and  petroleum  oils  on  corn  to 
evaluate  control  of  the  Southwestern  (Torn 
Borer.  A  total  of  140  acres  is  Involved;  the 
program  Is  authorized  only  In  the  State  of 
Texas.  The  experimental  use  permit  Is  effec¬ 
tive  from  July  9,  1976,  to  JiUy  9.  1977.  A 
permanent  tcderance  for  residues  of  the  ac¬ 
tive  Ingredient  in  or  on  corn  has  been  estab¬ 
lished  (40  CFR  180.169). 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review 
the  experimental  use  permits  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  Rm.  E-315,  Registration  Divi¬ 
sion  (WH-  567) ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams,  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
401  M  St.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20406. 
It  is  suggested  that  such  interested  per¬ 
sons  call  202/755-4851  before  visiting  the 
EPA  Headquarters  Office,  so  that  the  ap¬ 
propriate  permits  may  be  made  conven¬ 
iently  available  for  review  purposes. 
These  files  will  be  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  from  8:30  ajn.  to  4  p.m.  Monday 
through  Friday. 

"  Dated:  August  16, 1976. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr, 
Director,  Registration  Division. 

|FR  Doc.76-24708  FUed  8-23-76; 8:46  am) 


(FRL  603-7;  OPP-50244J 

SHELL  CHEMICAL  CO.  AND  CIBA 

Issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permits 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 
7  U.S.C.  136),  experimental  use  permits 
have  been  issued  to  the  following  appli¬ 
cants.  Such  permits  are  in  accordance 
with,  and  subject  to,  the  provisions  of  40 
CFR  Part  172;  Part  172  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  April  30,  1975 
(40  FR  18780),  and  defines  EPA  proce¬ 
dures  with  respect  to  the  use  of  pesticides 
for  experimental  purposes. 

No.  301-EUP-64.  SheU  Chemical  Company, 
Washington.  D.C.  30036.  This  experimental 
use  permit  allows  the  use  of  0.003  poimds  of 
an  Insecticide  which  Is  a  mixture  of  2H-1,3- 
thiazlne,  tetrahydro  -  3  -  (nltromethylene) 
and  (Z)-9-trloosene  Indoors  and  outdoors 
In  kitchens,  dining  rooms,  bedrooms,  patios, 
porches,  kennels,  bams,  garbage  areas,  etc.,  to 
evaluate  control  of  flies  and  mosquitoes.  A 
total  of  360  units  wOl  be  used,  1  unit  per 
home,  in  four  States;  the  program  Is  au- 
thibrlzed  only  In  the  States  of  Florida,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Texas,  and  California,  with  approximate¬ 
ly  60  units  being  used  in  each  State.  The  ex- 


FiDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  165— TUESDAY,  AUGUST  24.  1976 


35760 


NOTICES 


perlmental  use  permit  Is  effecttve  from  JUI7 
12. 1978.  to  July  12. 1977. 

Na  201-Xnp-8S.  Shell  Chemical  Company, 
Washington.  D.C.  20038.  TTits  experimental 
use  pomit  aUous  the  use  of  0.002  pounds  of 
the  Insecticide  2H-1.  8-thlaame.  tetrahydro- 
2-(nltromethylene)  indoors  and  outdoors  In 
kitchens,  dining  rooms,  living  rooms,  bed¬ 
rooms.  patios,  porches,  kennels,  barns,  gar¬ 
bage  areas,  etc.  to  evahuite  control  of  flies 
and  mosquitoes.  A  total  of  250  units  will  be 
used.  1  imit  per  home.  In  four  States,  the 
program  Is  autborlssed  only  in  the  States  of 
Florida,  Georgia.  Texas,  and  California,  with 
approximately  80  tmlts  being  used  In  each 
State.  The  experimental  use  permit  Is  effec¬ 
tive  from  July  13.  1978.  to  July  12,  1977. 

No.  loa-EUP-48.  Ciba-Oelgy  Corporation, 
Greensboro,  North  Carolina  27409.  This  ex¬ 
perimental  use  permit  aUows  the  iise  of  320 
pounds  of  the  pre-emergent  hwhlclde  atra- 
xine  on  wheat  to  evaluate  control  of  Cheat- 
grass,  kochld.  mustard,  pigweed,  Russian 
thistle,  wild  lettuce,  wild  sunfloww,  and  vol- 
tmteer  wheat  during  the  fallow  p^od  of  a 
wheat-fallow-wheat  rotation.  A  total  of  850 
acres  is  involved.  The  program  is  authorized 
In  the  States  of  North  Dakota  and  Montana; 
the  States  of  South  Dakota,  Iowa,  and  Min¬ 
nesota  are  authorized  for  shipping  purposes 
only.  The  experimental  use  p«^t  is  effective 
from  July  12,  1978,  to  July  12.  1977.  A  per¬ 
manent  tolerance  for  residues  of  the  active 
ingredient  in  or  on  wheat  has  been  estab¬ 
lished  (40  CFR  180.220). 

No.  lOO-EUP-47.  Clba-Gelgy  Corporation. 
Greensboro,  North  Carolina  27409.  This  ex¬ 
perimental  use  permit  allows  the  use  of  820 
pounds  of  the  pre-emergent  herbicide  atra- 
mne  on  wheat  to  evaluate  control  of  cheat- 
grass.  kochld,  mustard,  pigweed.  Russian 
thistle,  wild  lettuce,  wild  stmflower,  and  vol¬ 
unteer  wheat  during  the  fallow  period  of  a 
wheat-fallow-wheat  rotation.  A  total  of  850 
acres  Is  Involved.  The  program  Is  authorized 
In  the  States  of  North  Dakota  and  Montana; 
the  States  of  South  Dakota.  Iowa,  and  Mm- 
nesota  are  authorized  for  shippli^  purposes 
only.  The  experimental  use  permit  is  effec¬ 
tive  from  July  12.  1978,  to  July  12.  1977.  A 
permanent  tolerance  for  residues  of  the  ac¬ 
tive  ingredient  In  or  on  wheat  has  been  es¬ 
tablished  (40  CFR  180.220) .  This  permit  and 
the  one  at>ove  will  use  the  same  active  in- 
gredimt,  but  different  formulations. 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review 
the  experimental  use  permits  are  referred 
to  Room  E-315.  Registration  Dlvlsian 
(WH-567) .  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
EPA.  401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20460.  It  is  suggested  that  such  Into*- 
ested  persons  call  202/755-4851  before 
Tlsttlng  the  EPA  Beadquarters  Offlice,  so 
that  the  appropriate  permits  may  be 
made  conveniently  available  for  review 
purposes.  These  flies  will  be  available  for 
Insi^tlon  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:00  pm. 
Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  August  16. 1976. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr.. 

Director.  Retrtstration  DMsion. 

(PR  Doc.76-24711  Filed  8-23-76;  8:45  am] 


[FRL  604-1;  OPP-50340/S0341] 

U  A  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
lesuance  of  ExperimenUI  Use  Pwmils 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Inseetlclde,  Fungldde.  and  Rodentldde 
Act  cnPRA).  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 
.  7  UB.C.  136) ,  experimental  use  permits 


have  been  Issued  to  the  following  i^ipll- 
cants.  Such  permits  are  in  accordance 
with,  and  subject  to,  the  provisions  of 
40  CFR  Part  172;  Part  172  was  published 
in  the  Fsdsbal  Rccnsm  on  Amil  30, 1975 
(40  FR  18780),  and  ddlnes  EPA  pro¬ 
cedures  with  respect  to  the  use  of  pesti¬ 
cides  for  experimental  purposes. 

No.  27588-XUP-8.  UJ3.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  Bozeman,  Montana  59715.  This  ex¬ 
perimental  use  permit  allowe  the  use  of  3A 
tons  formulated  product  of  the  microbial  In¬ 
secticide  Notema  locuatae  (spores)  on  range- 
land  grass  and  hay  to  evaluate  control  of  the 
Mcurmon  cricket.  The  experimental  use  per¬ 
mit  is  effective  from  May  19.  1976.  to  May  19, 
1977. 

NO.  37566-EnP-7.  UR.  Dq>artment  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  BozMnan,  Montana  59715.  This  ex¬ 
perimental  use  permit  aUows  the  use  of  2.5 
tons  formulated  product  of  the  microbial 
Insecticide  Notetna  tocustae  (spores)  on 
rangeland  grass  and  hay  to  evaluate  con¬ 
trol  of  the  Mormon  cricket.  A  total  of  3,250 
acres  is  Involved  for  both  of  these  permits; 
the  programs  are  authorized  only  In  the 
States  of  Colorado  and  Utah.  This  experi¬ 
mental  use  permit  Is  also  effective  from 
May  19.  1976,  to  May  19,  1977.  The  permits 
wlU  use  the  same  active  ingredient,  but  dif¬ 
ferent  formxUatlons. 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review 
the  experimental  use  permits  are  referred 
to  Room  E-315,  Registration  Division 
(WH-567) ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
EPA,  401  M  St.,  SW.  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  It  is  suggested  that  such  inter¬ 
ested  persons  call  202/755-4851  before 
visiting  the  EPA  Headquarters  Office,  so 
that  the  aK>iwriate  permUts  may  be 
made  convenloitly  available  for  review 
puiposes.  These  flies  will  be  available  for 
Insi^tlon  from  8:30  ajn.  to  4:00  pjn. 
Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  August  16, 1976. 

John  B.  Ritch.  Jr., 
Director,  RegistraUon  Division. 

(FR  Doc.78-24709  Filed  8-23-76;8:46  am] 


[FRL  604-2;  OPP-S3000/440  A  450] 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATION  FOR  PESTICIDE 
REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Ba  ConsMarad  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  FBdcbal  Rxgistek  (39  FR 
31862)  Its  Interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)(1) 
(D)  of  the  Federal  Insecticide.  Fungl- 
clde.  and  Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA).  as 
amended  (“interim  Policy  Statement"). 
On  January  22.  1976,  EPA  published  In 
the  FkDBaAL  Rbgistbb  a  d(xnimait  en¬ 
titled  “R^glstratlcm  of  a  Pesticide  Prod¬ 
uct — Consideration  of  Data  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  In  Support  of  an  Applica¬ 
tion"  (41  FR  3339).  This  documoit  de¬ 
scribed  the  changes  In  the  Agency’s  pro¬ 
cedures  for  implementing  section  3(c) 
(1)  (D)  of  FIFRA.  as  set  out  in  the  In¬ 
terim  Policy  Statement,  which  were  ef¬ 
fectuated  by  the  enactment  of  the  recent 
amendments  to  PTFRA  an  November  28. 
1975  [Pub.  L.  94-1401.  and  the  new  regu¬ 
lations  governing  the  registration  and 


re-registratlMi  of  pesticides  which  be¬ 
came  effective  on  August  4, 1975  (40  CFR 
Part  162). 

Pursuant  to  the  procedures  set  forth  In 
these  Feobbal  RaoisTBa  documents.  EPA 
hereby  gives  notice  of  the  iqipllcations 
for  pesticide  registration  listed  below.  In 
some  cases  these  iu>plications  have  re¬ 
cently  been  received:  In  otho*  cases,  ap¬ 
plications  have  been  amended  by  .the 
submission  of  additional  supporting 
data,  the  electiim  of  a  new  method  of 
support,  or  the  submission  of  new  “of¬ 
fer  to  pay”  statemoits. 

In  the  case  of  all  applications,  the 
labeling  furnished  by  the  applicant  for 
the  product  will  be  available  for  Inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  F2ivtronmental  Protection 
Agency.  Room  209,  East  Tower.  401  M 
Shoet,  SW.,  Washington  DC  20460.  m 
the  case  of  applications  subject  to  the 
new  section  3  regulations,  and  applica¬ 
tions  not  subject  to  the  new  section  3 
regulations  which  utilize  either  the  2(a) 
or  2(b)  method  ot  support  specifled  In 
the  Interim  Policy  Statement,  all  data 
citations  submitted  or  referenced  by  the 
applicant  in  support  of  the  application 
will  be  made  available  for  Ins^tlon  at 
the  above  address.  TTiis  Information 
(proposed  labeling  and,  where  applica¬ 
ble,  data  citations)  win  also  be  suigili^ 
by  man,  up(m  request.  However,  such  a 
request  should  be  made  only  when  cir¬ 
cumstances  make  it  inconvenient  for  the 
inspection  to  be  made  at  the  Agency  of¬ 
fices. 

Any  person  who  (a)  Is  or  has  been  an 
aj^rilcant,  (b)  beeves  that  data  he  de¬ 
veloped  and  submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after 
January  1,  1970,  Is  being  used  to  sup¬ 
port  an  application  described  in  this 
notice,  (c)  desires  to  assert  a  claim  un¬ 
der  section  3(c)  (1)  (D)  for  such  use  of 
his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  preserve  his 
right  to  have  the  Administrator  deter¬ 
mine  the  amount  of  reasonable  compen- 
sati(m  to  which  he  is  entitled  for  such  use 
of  the  data  or  the  status  of  such  data 
under  Sectlim  10  must  notify  the  Admln- 
lstrat(H  and  the  applicant  named  in  the 
notice  In  the  FtoxBAL  Itooism  of  his 
claim  by  certified  malL  Notiflcation  to 
the  Administrator  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Product  Control  Branch.  Regis- 
tratiim  DlvlsKm  (WH-567),  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs,  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  401  M  St.  SW.  Washing¬ 
ton  DC  20460.  F^roy  such  claimant  must 
include,  at  a  minimum,  the  information 
listed  in  the  Interim  Policy  Statement 
of  November  19,  1973. 

Speclflc  questicms  concerning  aiH>li- 
cattons  made  to  the  Agency  should  be 
addressed  to  the  designated  Product 
Manager  (PM) ,  Registration  Division 
(WH-587) ,  Office  of  Pmtlclde  Programs, 
at  the  above  address,  or  by  telephone  as 
follows: 

PM  11,  12,  and  13—202/768-9315;  FM  21  and 

22—302/438-3454;  PM  94—202/755-2198; 

PM  31-302/428-9635;  PM  88-802/755- 

9041;  PM  15.  16.  and  17—202/428-0425; 

PM  88—209/755-1807:  PM  25-902/755- 

7012;  PM  82—302/438-0408;  and  PM  84— 

202/438-0490. 

The  Interim  P(^cy  Statement  requires 
that  claims  for  compensation  be  filed 
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on  or  before  October  26,  1978..  With  the 
exceiHion  of  2(c)  m^plications  not  subject 
tathe  new  section  3  regulations,  and  for 
which  a  slxtjr-ds^  hold  period  for  claims 
is  proTlded,  EPA  will  not  delay  any 
registration  pending  the  assertion  of 
r.iaJma  for  compensation  or  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  reasonable  compensation. 
Inquiries  and  assertiems  that  data  relied 
upon  are  subject  to  protection  under 
section  10  FIFRA,  as  amended,  should  be 
made  on  or  before  September  23,  1976. 

Dated:  August  16, 1976. 

JoBir  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director.  Registration  Division. 
ArpucATtoNs  Bbcxivkd  (OPP — 83000/449) 

EPA  Beg.  No.  8125-102.  Chemagro  Agricul¬ 
tural  DIt..  Mobay  Chemical  Corp.,  PO  Box 
4913.  city  MO  64120.  OUTHION  2L 

irMTBjmwAm.K  JNSEcnCIDB.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  0,0-Dlmethyl  8-14-0X0-1.2,8- 
benK)trlazln-8(4H)-yl)methyll  phoephor- 
odlthloate  22.2%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(a)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM13 

EPA  Beg.  No.  8125-123.  Chemagro  Agricul¬ 
tural  Dtv.  OUTHION  88.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  O.O-Dlmethyl  8-((4-oxo-1.2,3-ben- 
Botrtazln-3(4H)-yl)  methyl)  phosphorodl- 
thloate  22%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  3(a)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM13 

EPA  Beg.  No.  3135-193.  Chemagro  Agricul¬ 
tural  Dlv.  OUTHION  50%  WETTABLE 
POWDEB.  Active  Ingredients:  0-0- 
Dlxnethyl  8-  [  ( 4-oxo- 1 .2.3-benBotrlaxtn-S 
(4H)-yll  phosph(»odlthloate  50%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under  3 
(a)  of  Interim  policy.  PMia 
EPA  Beg.  No.  3195-35.  Chemagro  Agrtcul- 
tural  Dtv.  OUTHION  36%  WETTABLE 
POWDEB  CROf  INSECTICIDE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  O.O-DImethyl  8-(4-oxo-1.3.8- 
bengotrtagln-8  (4H)  -yl)  methyl )  phoephor- 
odlthloate  36%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  3(a)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM13 

EPA  Reg.  No.  853-373.  B.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemours  A  Co.,  Ine.,  Blochemlcals  Dept., 
6064  Dupont  Bldg.,  Wilmington  DB  19898. 
VYDATB  I.  OXAMTL  IN8ECTICIDB/ 
NEMATICIDB  FOR  USE  ON  NON-BEAB- 
DfO  APPLE  TREES  Active  Ingredients: 
Methyl  N'Jir'-dlmethyl-N-((methylcarba- 
ham^)oxy)-l-thlooxairrlmldate  34%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  3(a)  of  interim  policy.  Republished: 
Added  use.  PM12 

EPA  Reg.  No.  862-370.  E.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemours  A  Co..  Inc.  LANNATE  L  METH- 
OMTL  INSBCTTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients: 
Methomyl  S-methyl  N-t  (methylcarba- 
•  moyl)oxy]-l-thiooxamlmldate  30%.  Meth- 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(a)  of  Interim  policy.  Republished:  Added 
use.  PM12 

EPA  Reg.  No.  362-370.  E.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemours  A  Co..  Inc.  LANNATE  L  METH- 
OMTL  INSECTICIDE  FOR  USE  ON  GREEN 
PEAS.  Active  Ingredients:  Methomyl  8- 
methyl  N- 1  ( methylcarbamoyl )  oxy )  thlo- 

aeetlmldate  24%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
p<Alcy.  Republished:  Added  uses.  PM12 
EPA  Reg.  No.  352-354.  E.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemours  A  Oo..  Inc.  BENLATE  BENOMYL 
FUNOICIDB.  Active  Ingredients:  Benomyl 
(Methyl  -  1-  (Butylcarbomoyl)  -2-BettElini- 
daaole-Carbamate)  60%.  Mdthod  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
Interim  p<^cy.  Republished;  Added  uses. 
PM33 


EPA  Reg.  No.  362-354.  E.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemours  A  Co..  Inc.  BENLATE  BENOMYL 
FUNGICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Benomyl 
(Methyl-l  (Butylcarbomoyl)  -2-Benfamlda- 
zole-Oarbamate)  60%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  {sroceeds  under  3(b)  of  In¬ 
terim  policy.  Republished:  Added  uses. 
PM22 

EPA  Reg.  No.  862-342.  E.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemours  A  Co.,  Inc.  LANNATE  MEi  riOMYL 
INSECTICIDE  FOB  USB  ON  GREEN 
PEAS.  Active  Ingredients:  Methomyl  S- 
methyl  N-(  (methylcarbamoyl) oxy)  thlo- 
acetlmldate  90%.  Method  of  Suf^rt:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Republished:  Added  use.  PM12 

EPA  Reg.  No.  913-37.  Farmers  Union  Central 
Exchange,  Inc.,  PO  Box  G.  St.  Paul  MN 
55166.  GREEN  HOUSE  DACTHAL  G-SJi 
GRANULES  FOB  LAWNS,  ORNA¬ 
MENTAL  TURF,  STRAWBERRY  PLANT¬ 
INGS,  FLOWER  A  VEGETABLE  GARDENS. 
Active  Ingredients:  Dimethyl  ester  of 
tetrachloroterephthallo  acid  3A%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under  3 
(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  re¬ 
registration.  PM23 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  1467-AR.  Fine  Organics, 
Inc.,  A  Subsidiary  of  Hexcel  Corp.,  205  Main 
St.,  Lodi  NJ  07644.  MYTAB.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Tetradecyl  tiimethyl  ammonium 
bromide  100%.  Method  of  Support:  Ai^- 
catkm  proceeds  tmder  2(c)  of  Interim  p(4- 
icy.  PM31 

EPA  Reg.  No.  379-3961.  FMC  Oorp.,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Chemical  Dlv.,  100  Niagara  St.,  Mid- 
dleport  NY  14106.  FERBAM  5  SULFUR  90 
DUST  FUNGICIDE.  Active  Ingredients: 
Ferbam  6.00%;  Sulfur  90i)0%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  tmder  2(b) 
of  tatMim  policy.  Application  for  rere^- 
tratlon.  PM21 

EPA  Reg.  No.  3303-306.  Hopkins  Agricultural 
Chemical  Co.,  Box  684,  Madison  WI  53701. 
3,4-D  AMINE  WEEDKILLER.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Dlmethylamlne  Salt  ot  3,4-Dl- 
ehlorophenoxyacetlc  Acid  M.4%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  Ap^catlon  for  rere^- 
tratlon.  PM23 

EPA  File  Symbol  3393-aOA.  Hopkins  Agri- 
cultural  Chemical  Co.  2.4-D  AMINE  WEED 
KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  Dimethyl- 
amine  Salt  of  2,4-Dlchlor(^enoxyaoette 
Acid  49.4%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  interim  policy. 
Ai^llcatlon  for  reregistration.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  407-338.  Imperial.  Inc..  PO  Box 
438,  W.  6th  *  Grassy.  Shenandoah  LA  61601. 
GARDEN  WEED  PREVENTER  WETTABLE 
POWDER  CONTAINS  DACTHAL.  AcUve 
Ingredients:  Dlmeth3rl  ester  of  tetrachloro- 
terephthallc  acid  76%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  tinder  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Application  for  reregistration.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  407-384.  Imperial,  Inc.  PRE- 
EMERGENCE  HERBICIDE  (2A%  DAC- 
THM.  GRANULES).  Active  Ingredients: 
Dimethyl  ester  of  tetrachk»oterephthaUc 
add  3.6%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  3(b)  of  fiiterlm  policy.  Ap¬ 
plication  for  reregistration.  PM23 

EPA  Beg.  No.  3343-770.  Kerr-McGee  Chemi¬ 
cal  C<^.,  Kerr-McGee  Bldg.,  Oklahoma 
City  OK  73103.  FASCO  METHOMTL- 
DU8T-3  INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients: 
Methomyl  (S-methyl-N-(  (methylcarba¬ 
moyl)  oxy)/thloacetlmldate)  2%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  3(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  reregis¬ 
tration.  PM12 

EPA  Reg.  No.  1303-97.  Puregro  Co.,  1062  W. 
6th  St.,  Los  Angeles  CA  90017.  OAV AMINE 
D-4<1  WEED  KILLER.  Active  Ingredients: 
Dlmethylamlne  Salt  of  3,4-Dlchlorophen- 
oxyacetlc  Acid  49.5%.  Method  of  Support: 


Application  proceeds  under  3  (b)  of  Interim 
policy.  AppUeatton  far  raregtstratlou.  PM23 

EPA  R^.  No.  3136-63.  Sclmce  ProdiKts  Co., 
Ine..  5801  N.  Tripp  Ave.,  Chicago  IL  00646. 
60%  METHOXYCHLOR  WETTABLE  POW¬ 
DER.  Active  Ingredients:  Methoxychlor, 
technical  60.0%.  Method  of  Support:  AiqUl- 
catlon  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  pol¬ 
icy.  Application  tor  rer^lstratlon.  PMI3 

Affucatioitb  Rxcxivxd  (OFP-380(X)/400) 

EPA  Reg.  No.  264-180.  Amchem  Products, 
Inc..  Brookslde  Ave..  Ambler  PA  19003. 
SUPER  D  WEBSDONE  LAWN- WEED  CON- 
TBCKu  Active  Ingredients;  Dlethanol 
amine  salt  of  2.4-dlchlorophenoxyacetlc 
acid  20A%:  Dletband  amine  salt  of  dl- 
camba  1.9%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  prooeeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
Application  for  reregistration.  PM23 

EPA  Beg.  No.  4-210.  Bonlde  co., 

Inc..  3  Wrira  Ave..  YorkvlUe  NY  13495. 
LAWN  WEED  KILLBR  (DUST).  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Trlethanalamlne  Salt  of  3,4-Di- 
chlorophenoxyacetlo  Acid  8.36%.  Method 
of  Support:  ^plication  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  re- 
regl^ratlon.  PM28 

EPA  Beg.  No.  4-114.  Bonlde  Chemical  Co., 
Inc.  WEED  A  FEED.  Active  Ingredients: 
Triethanolamine  salt  of  3,4-Dl^aropbe- 
noxyacetlo  add  1.6%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Application  for  reregistration.  PM23 

EPA  Beg.  No.  1023-491.  Chi^mui  Chemical 
Co.,  416  E.  Brooks  Rd..  P.O.  Box  9158,  Mem¬ 
phis  TN  38109.  PQ-l&R  T  U.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients;  Copper  S-qwlwotInolate  0E6%. 
Method  of  Support:  AppUcatlon  proceeds 
under  2(o)  of  interim  policy.  Republished: 
Revised  offer  to  pay  statement  submitted. 
PM32 

EPA  Reg.  No.  803-513.  The  Chas.  H.  Lilly  Co., 
7787  NE.  KllUngsvrorth,  PorUand  OR  97218. 
LIU.Y  MILTER  LAWN  A  TURF  WEED 
BOMB.  Active  Ingredients:  Dlmethylamlne 
salt  of  2,4-Dlchlorophenoxyacetlo  add 
0.287%;  Dlmethylamlne  salt  of  2-(2-meth- 
yl-4-chloropbenoxy)  propionic  add  0.130%, 
Dlmethylamlne  salt  of  Dlcamba  (3.6-dl- 
chloro-o-anlsle  add)  0.039%.  Meth^  of 
Supp<xrt:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  rere^- 
tratl<m.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  339-2418.  Chevron  Chemical 
Co.,  Ortho  Dlv.,  940  Hensley  Way,  San 
Frandsoo  CA  94119.  ORTHENE  76  8  80LU- 
BUI  POWmR.  Active  Ingredients:  Ace- 
phate  75%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
Republished:  Added  claims.  PM16 

EPA  Beg.  No.  1913-2.  The  Dracket  Prodvicts 
Co.,  6020  Spring  Grove  Ave..  Cincinnati  OH 
46333.  POWER  PACKED  VANISH  TOILET 
BOWL  CLEANER.  Active  Ingredients:  So¬ 
dium  add  sulfate  63f>0%,  Monc^tassium 
peroxymonosulfate  0.04%.  Method  of  Sup- 
pert:  Application  proceeds  under  2(a)  of 
Interim  policy.  RepubUshed:  Revised  for¬ 
mulation.  PM  34 

EPA  Reg.  No.  16-43.  Dragon  Chemical  Corp., 
PO  Box  7311,  7033  Walrond  Dr..  Roanoke 
VA  34019.  DRAGON  GARDEN  WEED  A 
GRASS  PREVENTER.  Active  ingredients: 
Dimethyl  ester  of  tctrachloroterepthallc 
add  6.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  procaeda  under  2(b)  of  Interim  pol¬ 
icy.  AppUcatlon  tar  reregls tratlon.  PM23. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  684-88.  FS  Servlees,  Inc.,  1701 
Towanda  Ave.,  Bloomington  XL  61701.  FS 
FARMTOWN  LAWMFOOX)  PLUS  11-4-7.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredtente:  Dtssethyl  Tetrachloro- 
tevephthalate  2.28%.  Method  of  Support: 
AppUcatlon  psoaeeda  undw  2(h)  of  In¬ 
terim  poUoy.  AppUcatlon  for  reregistra¬ 
tion.  PM23 
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EPA  Reg.  No.  267-131.  Puld-Stalfort.  Ine.. 
1364  Old  Post  Rd..  Havr*  De  Oraoe  ACD 
21078.  SWITEEt  EMULSION  BOWL  CUAN* 
EB  ft  DISINFECTANT.  Active  Ingredients: 
Hydrogen  CSilcndde  23%.  Method  Sup* 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
Interim  pcdlcy,  PM32 

EPA  Beg.  No.  729-46.  Oulf  OH  Corp.  (Hous* 
ton).  Box  1166,  Pittsburgh  PA  16230.  GULP 
SPRAT  MULTI  PURPOSE  INSBCT 
KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  (6-Benzyl-3* 
furyl)  methyl  2.2-dlmethyl  3-(2-methyl* 
propenyl)  cyclopropanecarboxylate  0.200%; 
Belated  omnpounds  0.027%,  d-trans  Alls* 
thrln  (allyl  homolog  of  Clnerln  1)  0.200%, 
Related  compounds  0.016%.  Aromatic  pe* 
troleum  hydrocarbons  0.266%.  Method 
Supp<Mt:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM17 
EPA  Beg.  No.  61-167.  Keepers  Company.  Inc., 
1401  Koppers  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh  PA  16210. 
BBOUTE  Z-SPAR  COLOBTOZ  BOTTOM 
PAINT  ANTTFOULINO  B-46  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  ORANGE.  Active  Ingredients:  Trl- 
butyltln  Flum'lde  16JI%.  Method  of  Sup- 
port:  implication  proceeds  under  2(b)  o! 
Interim  pc^cy.  Application  for  reregistra¬ 
tion.  Pli424 

EPA  Reg.  No.  61-167.  Koppers  Cmnpany,  Inc. 
BROLITE  Z-SPAR  COLORTOK  BOTTOM 
PAINT  ANTTFOULINO  B-44  BLACK.  Active 
Ingredients.  Trlbutyltln  Fluoride  13.9%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application 
for  rer^stratlon.  PM24 
EPA  Reg.  No.  61-162.  Koppers  Company,  Inc. 
BROLITE  Z-SPAR  COLORTOX  BOTTOM 
PAINT  ANTTFOULINO  B-40  BLACK.  AcjUve 
Ingredients:  Trlbutyltln  Fluoride  14.9%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
imder  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application 
for  rereglstratlorx.  PM24 
EPA  Beg.  No.  61-151.  Koppers  Co.,  Inc.,  BRO¬ 
LITE  Z-SPAR  COLORTOX  BOTTOM 
PAINT  ANTTFOULINO  B-41  RED.  Active 
Ingredients:  Trlbutyltln  Fluoride  IB.7%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  Application 
for  reregistration.  PBC24 
EPA  Reg.  No.  61-160.  Koppers  Co.,  Inc.  BRO¬ 
LITE  Z-SPAR  COLORTOX  BOTTOM 
PAINT  ANTTFOULINO  B-42  BLUE.  Active 
Ingredients:  Trlbutyltln  Fluoride  16.6%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  pcHlcy.  Application 
for  reregistration.  PM24 
EPA  Reg.  No.  61-149.  Koppers  Co.,  Inc.  BRO¬ 
LITE  Z-SPAR  COLORTOX  BOTTOM 
PAINT  ANTTFOULINO  B-43  GREEN.  Active 
Ingredients:  Trlbutyltln  Fluoride  15.6%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
tmder  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application 
for  reregistration.  PId24 
EPA  Reg.  No.  61-147.  Koppers  Co.,  Inc.  ANTT- 
FOULANT  COATTNO  990  BLUE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Trlbutyltln  Fluoride  12.40%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application 
for  reregistration.  PM34 
EPA  Reg.  No.  61-146.  Koppers  Co.,  Inc.  ANTT- 
FOULANT  COATTNO  990  WHITE.  Active 
Ingredients:  Trlbutyltln  Fluoride  11E8%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application 
for  reregistration.  PM24 
EPA  Beg.  No.  61-145.  Koppers  Co..  Inc.  ANTT- 
FOULANT  COATTNO  090  OREEN.  Active 
Ingredients:  Trlbutyltln  Fluoride  11.68%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
undMT  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application 
for  reregistration.  PM34 
EPA  Beg.  No.  2491-216.  Koos,  Ine.,  4500  13th 
Coiurt,  Kenosha  WX  53140.  ACE  LAWN 
FOOD  WITH  WEED  CONTROL  22-6-8. 
Active  Ingredients:  (2-Methozy-3,6-dlchlo- 
robenzolc  acid)  0.12%.  2,4-Dlchlorophe- 
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noxyaoetic  acid  0.80%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
interim  policy.  Application  for  rere^tra- 
tlon.  PM23 

EPA  Beg.  No.  1381-8.  Land  OXakes,  Inc.,  2827 
8th  Ave..  So..  Fort  Dodge  lA  60601.  LAND 
O  lakes  FELCO  4  LB  AMINE  2,4-D 
WEED  KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  Di- 
methylamlne  Salt  of  2,4-Dlchlorophenoxy- 
acetlc  acid  49.3%  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  interim 
policy.  Application  for  reregistration. 
PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  746-109.  MFA  Oil,  PO  Box  619, 
Columbia  MO  66201.  GARDEN  WEEDER. 
Active  Ingredients:  Dimethyl  ester  of  ta- 
trachloroterephthalic  acid  3.6%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  3(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  reregis¬ 
tration.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  72-609.  Miller  Chemical  ft  Fer¬ 
tilizer  Corp.,  PO  Box  333,  Hanover  PA 
17331.  MILLER  TURF  FOOD  PLUS  3  13-6- 
6  GRANULAR  +  UREAFORM  NITROGEN 
+  2,6-D  BROADLEAF  WEED  KILLER.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Dimethylamine  salt  of 
2 ,4  -Dichlorophenoxyacetlc  acid  0.43  % . 

Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application 
for  reregistration.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  1706-96.  Nalco  Chemical  Co., 
6216  West  66th  Place,  Chicago  IL  60638. 
NALCON  273.  Active  Ingredients:  Methyl¬ 
ene  bis  (thiocyanate)  10%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(a)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM33 

EPA  Reg.  No.  1706-146.  Nalco  Chemical  Co. 
NALCO  2532.  Active  Ingredients:  n-alKy 
(60%  C14,  30%  C16,  6%  C13.  6%  C18)  di¬ 
methyl  benzyl  ammonium  Chloride  13.6%; 
Bis  (trl-n-butyltln)  oxide  2.6%.  Method  of 
Support;  Application  proceeds  under  2(a) 
of  Interim  policy.  Republished:  Revised 
offer  to  pay  statement  submitted.  PM33 

EPA  Reg.  No.  2169-103.  Patterson  Chemical 
Co.,  Dlv.  Curry-Cartwrlght,  Inc.,  1400 
Union  Ave.,  Kansas  City  MO  64101.  PAT¬ 
TERSON’S  OREEN  UP  VEGETABLE  GAR¬ 
DEN  DUST  1%  ROTENONE.  Active  In.- 
gredlents:  Rotenone  1.00%;  Other  Cube 
Resins  1.60%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  pol¬ 
icy.  PM  17 

EPA  Reg.  No.  432-503.  S.  B.  Penlck  ft  Co., 
Comm.  Dev.  Pesticides,  315  Watchung 
Ave.,  Orange  NJ  07060.  eBP-1382-40  MF 
OIL  BASE  CONCENTRATE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  (5-Benzyl-3-furyl)  methyl  3.2- 
dlmethyl  -  3  -  (2  -  methylpropenyl)cyclo- 
propane-oarlMxylate  40.00%;  Related  com¬ 
pounds  6.45%;  Aromatic  petroleum  hydro¬ 
carbons  52.96%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  (c)  of  Interim 
policy.  B^ubllshed:  Added  use.  PM17 

EPA  Reg.  No.  70-203.  Rlgo  Co..  Buckner  KY 
40010.  RIOO  P.C.O.  BLUE  DfEATH  BAT 
AND  MOUSE  BAIT.  Active  Ingredients:  3- 
(aliHia  -  Acetonylfurfuryl)  -  4 .-  Hydroxy- 
coumarln  0.036%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Republished:  Added  use.  PMll 

EPA  Reg.  No.  672-385.  Rockland  Chemical 
Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  809,  West  Caldwell  NJ 
07006.  ROCKLAND  PYRENONE  ORGANIC 
VEGETABLE  GARDEN  SPRAY.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Pyrethrins  0.02%;  Plperonyl 
Butoxlde,  technical  0Ji0%:  Petroleum  dls- 
tUlate  0.08%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  pol¬ 
icy.  Republished:  RevlsM  offer  to  pay 
statement  submitted.  PM17 

EPAyBeg.  No.  829-216.  Southern  Agricul¬ 
tural  Insecticides.  Inc.,  Box  218,  Palmetto 
FL  33661.  8  A  BRAND  8  0  2%  METBCRdYL 
mSECTTCIDE  DUST.  Active  Ingredients: 
8  -  methyl  -  N  -  [(mstbylcaibamoyl)oxy] 


thloaoetlmldate  2%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  tmder  2(b)  of  In¬ 
terim  policy,  Application  for  reregistra¬ 
tion.  FM13 

EPA  Reg.  No.  476-3107.  Stauffer  Chemical 
Co..  1200  South  47th  St.,  Richmond  CA 
94804.  ORDRAM  8-E.  AcUve  Ingredients: 
S-ethyl  hexahydro-lH-azeplne-l-carbo- 
thloate  90.9%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  tmder  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  Republished;  Added  uses.  PM24 

EPA  Reg.  No.  476-1615.  Stauffer  Chemical 
Co.  TTLLAM  6-E.  Active  Ingredients;  S- 
propyl  butylethylthlocarbamate  77.32%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
tmder  2(a)  of  Interim  policy.  PM25 

EPA  File  Symbol  657-RIAT.  Swift  Agriculture 
Chemicals,  111  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Chicago 
IL  60604.  VIGORO  BAHIA  AND  BERMUDA 
LAWN  WEEDER  ft  FE3DER.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Dimethylamine  Salt  of  2,4-dl- 
chlorophenoxyacetlc  acid  0.084%;  Dimeth¬ 
ylamine  Salt  of  3- (3-methyl -4-chlorophe- 
noxy)  propionic  acid  0D60%;  DlmeUiyl- 
amlne  Salt  of  Dioamba  (3,6-dlchloro-o- 
anlslc  acid)  0.032%.  Meth^  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  3(c)  of  the 
Interim  policy.  PM25 

EPA  Reg.  No.  876-195.  Velslcol  Chemical 
Corp.  VEIBICOL  PROBE  76.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Methazole  76.0%;  Related  Com¬ 
pounds  3.9%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  876-120.  Velslcol  Chemical 
Corp.  GOLD  CREST  BANVEL  4S.  Active 
Ingredients:  Dimethylamine  Salt  of  di- 
camba  (3,6-dlchloro-o-anlsic  acid)  49.0%; 
DUnethylamlne  Salts  of  related  acids  7.9%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  ^llcy.  Application 
fm*  reregistration.  PM25 

EPA  Reg.  No.  876-178.  Velslccd  Chemical 
Corp.  VELSIOOL  BANVEL  X.P.  PELLETS. 
Active  Ingredients:  Dlcamba  (3,6-dlchloro- 
o-anlBlc  acid)  10.0%;  Related  acids  1.8%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application 
for  rerec^tratlon.  PM25 

EPA  Beg.  No.  499-180.  Whitmire  Research 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  3568  Tree  Coxurt  Indus¬ 
trial  Blvd.,  St.  Louis  MO  63122.  WHITMIRE 
PRESCRIPTION  TREATMENT  NO.  1300 
AEStOSOL  GENERATOR.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  (5-Benzyl -3-furyl)  meth3rl  3.2- 
dlmethyl-3-(3-methylpropenyl)  cyclopro¬ 
pane  carboxylate  1.000%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  3(a)  of 
Interim  prdlcy.  B^ubllshed:  Amended 
Labeling.  PM17 

[FR  Doc.76-24704  Filed  8-23-76;8:45  am) 


(FBL  604-3:  OPP— 33000/461  ft  462) 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATION  FOR  PESTICIDE 
’  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  FEdebal  Register  (39  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)  (1)  (D) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodentlcide  Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended 
(“Interim  Policy  Statement”).  On  Jan¬ 
uary  22, 1976,  EPA  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  a  document  entitled  “Reg¬ 
istration  of  a  Pesticide  Product — Consid¬ 
eration  of  Data  by  the  Administrator  in 
Suimort  of  an  Aimlication”  (41  FR  3339) . 
This  document  described  the  changes  in 
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Ag«mgy*«  procedures  for  implement^ 
Ing  section  S (c)(1)(D)  of  FtFRA.  as  set 
out  tai  the  Interim  PoUcy  Statement, 
which  were  effectuated  by  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  recent  amendments  to 
PIPRA  on  November  28,  1975  (Pub.  L. 
94-140) ,  and  the  new  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  the  registration  and  re-registration 
of  pestiddes  which  became  effective  on 
August  4.  1975  (40  CPR  Part  162). 

Pursuant  to  the  procedures  set  forth 
in  these  Feokhal  Register  documents, 
EIPA  hereby  gives  notice  of  the  applica¬ 
tions  for  pesticide  registration  listed  be¬ 
low.  In  some  cases  these  applications 
have  recently  been  received;  in  other 
cases,  applications  have  been  amended 
by  the  sutunlssion  of  additional  support- 
data,  the  election  of  a  new  method 
of  support,  or  the  submission  of  new 
“offer  to  pay”  statements. 

In  the  case  of  all  aiH^lications,  the 
labeling  fumisbed  by  the  applicant  for 
the  product  will  be  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agoicy,  Room  209,  East  Tower,  401  M 
Street.  S.W..  Washington  DC  20460.  In 
the  case  of  ai^lications  subject  to  the 
new  Section  3  regulations,  and  applica¬ 
tions  not  subject  to  the  new  Section  3 
regulations  which  utilize  either  the  2(a) 
or  2(b)  method  of  support  specified  in 
the  Interim  Policy  Statement,  all  data 
citations  submitted  or  referenced  by  the 
applicant  in  support  of  the  application 
will  be  made  available  for  Inspection  at 
the  above  address.  This  information 
(proposed  labeling  and.  where  applica¬ 
ble,  data  citations)  will  also  be  supplied 
by  mall,  upon  request.  However,  such  a 
request  should  be  made  only  when  cir¬ 
cumstances  make  it  inconvenient  for  the 
Inspection  to  be  made  at  the  Agency 
ofiBces. 

Any  person  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an 
applicant,  (b)  believes  that  data  he  de¬ 
veloped  mid  submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after 
January  1,  1970,  is  being  used  to  support 
an  applicaticm  described  in  th|9  notice, 
(c)  desires  to  assert  a  claim  under  sec¬ 
tion  3(c)  (1)  (D)  for  such  use  of  his  data, 
and  (d)  wishes  to  presmye  his  right  to 
have  the  Administrator  determine  the 
amount  oi  reasonable  compensation  to 
whicdi  he  is  entitled  for  such  use  of  the 
data  or  the  status  of  such  data  under 
section  10  must  notify  the  Administrator 
aiul  the  applicant  named  in  the  notice 
in  the  Pebbral  Register  of  his  clcdm  by 
certified  mail  Notification  to  the  Ad^ 
ministrator  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Product  Control  Branch.  Registration 
Division  (WH-567).  Office  of  Pesticide 
Programs,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency.  401  U  St.  8W..  Washington  DC 
20460.  Every  such  claim^t  must  include, 
at  a  minimum,  the  information  listed  In 
the  Interim  Policy  Statement  of  Novon- 
ber  19.  1973. 

Specific  questions  concerning  appli¬ 
cations  Blade  to  the  Agency  should  be 
addressed  to  the  designated  Product 
Manager  (Pll),  Registration  Division 
(WH-567) ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
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at  the  above  address,  ot  by  telei^one  as 
follotwa: 

PIC  19.  and  IS— 303/768-0818;  PM  31  and 

99^309/436-3464;  PM  94—300/768-9106; 
PM  81—909/436-3686;  PM  83-909/786- 
9041;  PM  16.  16,  and  17—309/496-0435; 
PM  96—203/768-1897;  PM  28—909/786- 
7019;  PM  S3— 303/436-0M6;  and  PM  34— 
309/436-9400. 

The  Interim  Policy  Statement  requires 
that  claims  for  compensidicm  be  filed  on 
or  before  October  26,  1976.  With  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  2(c)  applications  not  subject 
to  the  new  section  3  regulations,  and  for 
which  a  sixty-day  hold  period  for  claims 
is  provided,  EPA  will  not  delay  any  regis- 
trati<m  pending  the  assertion  of  claims 
for  compensation  or  the  determination 
of  reasonable  compensation.  Inquiries 
and  assertions  that  data  relied  upon  are 
subject  to  protection  under  section  10  of 
PIPRA,  as  amended,  should  be  made  on 
or  before  September  23,  1976. 

Dated:  August  16, 1976. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

..  Director,  Registration  Division. 

ApnJCATioMS  BacEivxD  (OPP-330<X)/461) 

EPA  Reg.  No.  2749-247.  Aceto  Chemical  Co., 
Inc.,  Agricultural  Chemicals  Div.,  126-03 
Northern  Bird.,  Flushing  NY  113(0.  BAB- 
BAN  EC  P08T-EB4ER0ENCE  WILD  OAT 
HERBICIDE.  Active  Ingredients;  Barban 
(4-Chloro-2-Butyryl-M-Chloro  -  Carbanl- 
late)  116%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
Application  for  reregistration.  Pld25 
EPA  File  Symbol  33955-HTR.  Acme  Dlv.,  PBI- 
Oordon  Corp.,  300  South  3rd  Street.  Kansas 
City  KS  66118.  ACME  DDRSBAN  QRANU- 
LAR  INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients: 
Chlorpyrlfos  (0,0-dlethyl  0-(3,6.6-trlchloro- 
2-pyrldyl)  phosphorothloate)  0.5%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM13 
EPA  File  S3rmbol  3051-72.  A(KX>  Agrlculttiral 
Products  Co.,  Box  698,  Mesquite  NM.  AGCO 
METHOMYL  2  INSECTICIDE  DUST.  Active 
Ingredients :  S-methyl  -  N- 1  (methylcarba- 
moyl)  oxy]  thioacetlmldate  2.00%.  Method" 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
3(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  re¬ 
registration.  PM12 

EPA  Reg.  No.  3442-624.  USS  Agrl-Chemlcals. 
P.O.  Box  1685,  Atlanta  OA  30301.  USS 
VERTAOARD  MCPP-2,4-D  (AMINE  SALT) 
BROADLBAF  WEED  KILLZSt.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Diethanolamine  salt  of  2-(2- 
Methyl-4-chlorophenoxy)  propionic  add 
31.00%;  Diethanolamine  salt  of  3,4-Dicblo- 
rophenoxyaoetlc  acid  16.35%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  \mder  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  i4)pllcation  for  rere^- 
traUon.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  6308-77.  The  Ansul  Co.,  P.O. 
Drawer  1166,  Weslaco  TX  78596.  ANSAR 
630  H.C.  HERBIc^I^lE  IVESTERN  FORldU— 
LATICR4.  Active  Ingredients:  Monosodlmn 
Acid  Methanearsonate  47.66%.  Method  at 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM23 
EPA  Beg.  No.  6306-60.  The  Ansul  Co.  ANSAR 
170  H.C.  RERBICIDB  HIGH  CONCEN¬ 
TRATE.  Active  Ingredients:  Monosodium 
Add  Methanearsonate  6890%.  Method  of 
Support:  ^plloaUon  proceeds  under  3(b) 
of  laterlaa^lcy,  FM33 
EPA  Reg.  No.  6368-30.  The  Ansul  Co.  ANSAR 
820  H.C.  HERBICIDE  HIGH  OONCilQf- 
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TRATE.  Active  Ingredients:  Monosodltun 
Add  Methanearsonate  47.74%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(h) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM23 

EPA  Beg.  No.  6308-30.  The  Ansul  Gb.  PBYTAR 
660  HERBICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  So¬ 
dium  Caoodylate  32.73%;  Dlmethylarslnlnc 
Add  (Caeodyllc  Add)  398%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  Amendment;  Added  uses. 
PM23 

EPA  Beg.  No.  10088-16.  Aibea  Labs.  Inc.,  4180 
N.  First  St..  Milwaukee  WI  63212.  Active 
Ingredients:  Dlmethylamlne  Salt  of  2.4- 
Dlohlorophenoxyacetlc  Add  34A%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2 
(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  re¬ 
registration.  PM23 

EPA  Beg.  No.  6887-65.  Black  Leaf  Products 
Co..  667  North  State  St.,  Elgin.  IL  60130. 
Active  Ingredients:  Dlxnethylamlne  Salts 
of  2,4-Dlchlorophenoxyacetlc  Add  0.66%. 
Method  of  Suppewt:  Application  proceeds 
under  3(b)  of  interim  policy.  Ap^lcatlon 
tar  reregistration.  PMSS 

EPA  Reg.  No.  33313-3.  Blakely-Wellgro. 
Inc.,  P.O.  Boa  36.  Wellington  CO  80640. 
TURF  TONIC  WEED  AND  FEED.  Active 
Ingredients;  Dlmethylamlne  salts  of  3,4- 
Dichlorophenoxyacetle  Acid  .67%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  re¬ 
registration.  PM33 

EPA  Reg.  No.  801 1-60.  Carmel  Chemical  Oorp., 
Box  406,  Westfield  IN  46074.  PCHIMULA 
OH-18.  Active  Ingredients:  Naled-lJI-Dl- 
bromo-2.2  dichloroethyl  dimethyl  phos¬ 
phate  10%;  Aromatic  petroleiun  distillate 
46%;  Petroleum  distillate  46%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  3(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM16 

EPA  File  Symbol  34806-0.  Central  Solvents 
&  Chemicals  CO.,  2465  South  1100  West, 
Wood  Cross  UT  84087.  Active  Ingredients: 
Pine  011  00.4%.  Method  of  8tg>port:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  imder  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Republished;  Revised  offer  to  pay 
statement  submitted.  PM32 

EPA  File  Symbol  3125-148.  Chemagro  Agri¬ 
cultural  Dlv.,  Mobay  Chemical  Corp.,  Box 
4913,  Kansas  City  MO  64120.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  fenthlon  0/)-Dlmethy)  0-(3-meth- 
yl-4-(inethylthlo)  phenyl  I  pbosphorothlo- 
ate  93%.  Method  of  Bupiwrt:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
Republlsbcd:  Method  of  Support  changed 
brom2(a)  to2(b).  PM16 

EPA  File  Symbol  3126-277.  Chemagro  Agr. 
Dlv.  8ENCCHR  60%  WETTABLB  POWDER 
HERBICIDE.  Active  Ingredlcnte:  4-AmliK>- 
8-  ( 1 ,1  -dlmethyletby) )  -3-  ( methylthlo )  -1 .2, 
4-trUEln-6(4N)-one  60%.  Method  of  Sup> 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
Interim  ^tey.  Republished:  Revised  Offer 
to  Pav  statement  submitted.  14426 

EPA  Reg.  No.  6649-70.  Coastal  Chemical 
Cmrp..  PO  Box  856.  Greenville  NC  27834. 
2%  METHOMYL  INSECrKHDE  DUST.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Methomyl  (8-methyl-N- 
[(methylcarbamoyl)  oxy)  tbloacetlmldate 
2%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  Repub¬ 
lished;  Revised  offer  to  pay  ^tement  sub¬ 
mitted.  PM12 

EPA  Beg.  No.  4715-304.  Colorado  Intema- 
ttcmal  Oorp..  P.O.  Box  7257.  Denver  CO 
80307.  BEST  4  SERTTCB  BRAND  SURE 
DANDELION  AND  WBED  KILLER.  Active* 
ingredients;  Dlmetbylainlne  Salt  of  3,4- 
DtehloropheiKntyaoetlc  Acid  340%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support;  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  re¬ 
registration.  PMS3 
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EPA  File  Symbol  4d43-EO.  Dearborn  Chemi¬ 
cal  Dlv^  Chemed  Corp^  Lake  Zurich  IL 
60047.  DEARCZDE  716  OXIDIZINa  MICRO- 
BIOCIDE.  Active  Ingredlente:  T71chloro-S- 
Trlazlnetrlone  35.00%;  Potassium  Peroxy- 
monosiilfate  23.90%:  Potassliun  Blsulfate 
0.85%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  imder  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  Re¬ 
published:  Revised  c^er  to  pay  statement 
submitted.  PM34 

EPA  Reg.  No.  8773-28.  Earl  May  Seed  & 
Nursery  Co.,  North  Elm  Street,  Shenandoah 
lA  51630.  EARL  MAY  GARDEN  WEED 
PREVENTER.  Active  Ingredients:  Di¬ 
methyl  ester  of  tetrachloroterephthallc 
acid  2A%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Ap¬ 
plication  for  reregistration.  PM23 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  3770-OEN.  Economy  Prod¬ 
ucts  Co..  Inc.,  Box  427,  Shenandoah  lA 
51601.  GARDEN  VEGETABLE  AND  PLO- 
RAL  DUST.  Active  Ingredients:  Malathlon 
(o.o-dlmethyl  dlthlophosphate  of  diethyl 
mercaptosuoclnate)  5.00%:  Methorychlor, 
technical  5.00%;  Captan:  (N-(trlchloro- 
methyl)  thlo)  -4-cyclohexene-141-dlcarboxl- 
mlde)  6.00%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  pol¬ 
icy.  Republished:  Revised  offer  to  pay 
statement  submitted.  PM13 

EPA  Reg.  No.  4816-428.  PMC  Corp.,  A.CJJ., 
Industrial  Sales  Dept.,  100  Niagara  St., 
Mlddleport  NY  14106.  PYRENONE  SPACE 
SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns 
0.3%  Plperonyl  Butoxlde,  Technical  2.4%; 
Petroleum  DUtlllate  97.8%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(a) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM  17 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  36867-R.  Henley  and  Co., 
Inc.,  760  Third  Ave.,  New  York  NY  10022. 
TRI-N-BDTYLTINOXIDE.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Bis  (Trl-n-Butyltln)  Oxide  96%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM24 

EPA  Reg.  No.  4704-2.  J.  C.  Ehrlich  Chemical 
Co.,  Inc.,  800  Hiesters  Lane,  Reading  PA 
19605.  MAGIC  CIRCLE  RABBIT  REPEL¬ 
LENT.  Active  Ingredients:  Thlram  (Tetra- 
metbylthlmam  disulfide)  20%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  reregis¬ 
tration.  PMll 

EPA  File  Symbol  32196-R.  Kare  Kemical,  148 
Eagle  Plaza.  Opa  Locka  PL  33054.  CONCEN¬ 
TRATED  ALGICIDE.  Active  Ingredients: 
Alkyl  Dimethyl  Benzyl  Ammonium  Chlo¬ 
ride  (C14.  60%:  C12.  25%;  C16.  16%) 
10%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM24 

EPA  Reg.  8940-6.  Lite  Weight  Products,  Inc., 
707  Punston  Rd.,  Kansas  City  KS  66115. 
SUP-RO  6  WEED  AND  PEED.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Dlmethylainlne  2,4-Dtchloro- 
phenoxyacetate  1.50%.  Method  of  Supp<»t: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Application  for  reregistration.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  5204-16.  M&T  Chemicals  Inc., 
Subsidiary  of  American  Can  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
1104,  Rahway  NJ  07065.  BIOMET  BLUE 
ANTIPOULING  PAINT  NO.  12122.  Active 
Ingredients:  Trlbutyltln  fiuorlde  7.6%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  3(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application 
for  reregistration.  PM24 

EPA  File  Symbol  3881 1-R.  Mu^ol  Enterprises 
Ltd.,  P.O.  Box  644.  244  Pleasant  St.,  Truro, 
NB.,  Canada  B2N5E5.  MUSKOL  INSECT 
•  REPELLENT.  Active  Ingredients:  Dimethyl 
Phthalate  47.1%;  3-Bthyl  8  Hexanedlol 
41.0%;  Indalone  11.9%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(a)  of  Interim 
poUoy.  PM17 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  3881 1-E.  Muskol  Enterprises 
Ltd.  MUSKOL  MARK  H  INSECT  REPEL¬ 
LENT.  Active  Ingredients:  Dlethyl-Meta- 
Toluamlrie  95%;  Related  Toluamldee  (Para 
A  Ortho)  5%.  Method  Support:  Applica¬ 


tion  proceeds  under  2(a)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM17 

EPA  Reg.  No.  9779-228.  Riverside  Chemical 
Co.,  P.O.  Box  171199,  Memphis  TN  88117. 
riVERSIDB  PERMATB  dust.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Perbam  (Feme  Dlmethyldlthlo- 
carbamate)  11.40%.  Method  of  Support: 
.^>pllcatlon  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Application  tor  rereglstratloa.  PM21 

EPA  Reg.  No.  9779-203.  Riverside  Chemical 
Co..  Box  17199.  Memphis  TN  38117.  RIVER¬ 
SIDE  2%  METHOMYL  DUST.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Methomyl  S-methyl-N-(  methyl- 
carbamoyl)  thlocetlmidate  2%.  Method  of 
support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  rereg¬ 
istration.  PM12 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  8636-R.  W.  B.  Enterprises 
Inc.,  Distributors  of  Stiles  Kem  Water 
Treatment  Products,  4977  Santa  Anita, 
Temple  City  CA.  W.  B.  ENTERPRISES 
INC.  ALOAECTDE  WT-140.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  n-alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16,  6%  C12. 
5%  C18)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlo¬ 
ride  3.64%;  n-alkyl  (68%  C12,  32%  C14) 
dimethyl  ethirl  benzyl  ammonium  chloride 
3.64%;  isopropanol  2.80%;  n-alkyl  (55% 
C14,  25%  C12,  17%  C16,  3%  C18)  methyl 
isoqulnollnliim  chloride  2.42%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(e) 
of  Interim  policy.  Republished:  Revised  of¬ 
fer  to  pay  statement  submitted.  PM31 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  22555-3.  StoUer  Chemical 
Co..  Inc.,  8705  Katy  Freeway,  Suite  400, 
Houston  TX  77024.  TOP  COP  WITH  SUL¬ 
FUR.  Active  Ingredients:  Sulfur  as  S 
50.0%;  Copper  as  Metallic  4.4%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceed  under  2(a) 
of  Interim  policy.  Republished:  Added 
\ises.  PM22 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  7401-EOU.  Voluntary  Pur¬ 
chasing  Groups,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  460,  Bon¬ 
ham  TX  75418.  SYTEMIC  WEED  A  PEED. 
Active  Ingredients:  Dimethylamine  Salt  of 
2,4-dlchlorophenoxyacetlc  acid  0.050%;  Di¬ 
methylamine  Salt  of  2-(2-metbyl-4-chloro- 
phenoxy)  propionic  acid  0.165%;  Di¬ 
methylamine  Sale  of  Dlcamba  (8-6-dl- 
chloro-o-anlslc  acid)  0.019%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  ApplicAtlon  for  Rere^- 
tratlon.  PM23 

Appucations  Receivxo  (OPP-33000/452) 

EPA  Reg.  No.  362-370.  E.  I.  Du  Pont  De  Ne¬ 
mours  A  Co..  Inc.,  Blochemicals  Dept.,  6054 
Du  Pont  Bldg.,  Wilmington.  DE  19898. 
LANNATE  L  METHOMYL  INSECTICIOT. 
Active  Ingredients:  Methomyl  S-methyl  N- 
( (metbylcarbamoyl)oxy]tbloacetimldate 
24%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  Ap¬ 
plication  for  reregistration.  PM12 

EPA  Reg.  No.  352-362.  E.  I.  Du  Pont  De  Ne- 
moiuis  A  Co.,  Inc.,  LANNATE  WP  ME¬ 
THOMYL  INSECnCIDE.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Methomyl  S-methyl  N-|(methylcar- 
bamoyl)oxy]thloacetimldate  25%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  re¬ 
registration.  PM12 

EPA  Reg.  No.  362-842.  E.  I.  Du  Pont  de  Ne¬ 
mours  A  Co.,  Inc.  LANNATE  METHOMYL 
INSECTICIDE  WATER  SOLUBLE  POW¬ 
DER.  Active  Ingredients;  Methomyl  S- 
methyl  N(  (metbylcarbamoyl)oxylthloace- 
tlmldate  90%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  tinder  3(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM12 

EPA  Reg.  No.  912-46.  Farmers  Union  Central 
Exchange,  Inc.,  PO  Box  “G",  St.  Paul  MN 
55166.  SYSTEMIC-T  FERTILIZER  PLUS 
INSECTTCIDB.  Active  Ingredients:  Phorate 
(0,0-dletbyl  8-((ethylthlo)  methyl]  pbos- 
phOHxUthloate  .87%.  Method  of  Su^iart: 
implication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Application  for  reregistration.  PM18 


EPA  Reg.  No.  912-88,.  Farmers  Union  Central 
Exchange,  Inc.  SYSTEMIC-T  FERTILIZER 
PLUS  INSECncIDB.  Active  Ingredients: 
Phorate  (0,0  -  diethyl  S  -  [  (ethylthlo) 
methyl]  phosphorodlthloate  0.6%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2 
(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  rereg¬ 
istration.  PM16 

EPA  Reg.  No.  407-317.  Imperial,  Inc.,  PO 
Box  423,  West  6th  A  Grass,  Shenandoah  lA 
51601.  IMPERIAL  GARDEN  WEEDER.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Dlmethylester  of  tetra- 
chloroterephtballc  acid  6.0%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  3(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  reregis¬ 
tration.  PM^ 

EPA  Reg.  No.,  961-278.  Lebanon  Chemical 
Corp.,  PO  Box  180,  Lebanon  PA  17042. 
GREEN  GOLD  PRE-EMERGENCE  CRAB- 
GRASS  CONTROL.  Active  Ing;redlents:  Di¬ 
methyl  Tetraobloroterepbthalate  6.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application 
for  reregistration.  P5I23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  961-273.  Lebanon  Chemical 
Corp.  LEBANON  PREEMERGENCE  WEED 
CONTROL.  Active  Ingredients:  Dimethyl 
tetrachlorotherephthalate  6.0%.  Method  of 
Support;  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  reregis¬ 
tration.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  961-243.  Lebanon  Chemical 
Corp.  LEBANON  PREEMERGE  CRAB- 
GRASS  KILLER  AND  LAWN  FERTILIZER 
10-6-4.  Active  Ingriedlents:  Dimethyl  tet- 
rachloroterephthalate  3.90%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  reregis¬ 
tration.  PM23 

Xff*A  Reg.  No.  961-225.  Lebanon  Chemical 
Corp.  LEBANON  CRABGRASS  SEEDLING 
KILLER.  Active  Ingredients^  Dimethyl  tet- 
rachloroterephthalate  4.6%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  reregis¬ 
tration.  FM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  961-205.  Lebanon  Chemical 
Corp.  PENNSYLVANIA  DUTCH  PRE¬ 
EMERGE  CRABGRASS  KILLER.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Dimethyl  tetrachloroterephthal- 
ate  2.3%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  irallcy.  Ap¬ 
plication  for  reregistration.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  72-478.  MlUer  Chemical  &  Fer¬ 
tilizer  Corp.,  An  Alco  Standard  Co.,  PO  Box 
333,  Htmover  PA  17331.  MILLER  WEED 
FREE.  8fttlve  Ingredients:  Dimethyl  ester 
of  tetrachloroterephthallc  acid  6%.  Method 
of  Support;  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  re¬ 
registration.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  538-48.  O.  M.  Scott  &  Sons, 
Marysville  OH  43040.  SPOT  DANDELION 
CONTROL.  Active  Ingredients:  Alkanola- 
mlne  salts  (ethanol  and  Ispropanol  series) 
of  2,4-Dlchlorophenoxyacetic  acid  1.66%; 
EMcamba-dlmethylamine  salt  of  (2-Me- 
thoxy-3,6-dlchlorobenzolo  acid)  0.81%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  3(b)  of  Interim  ^Ucy.  Application 
lot  reregistration.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  538-46.  O.  M.  Scott  ft  Sons. 
PROTURF  (R)  BRAND  BROAD  SPECTRUM 
WEEDICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  2,4-Dl- 
ohlorophenoxyacetlc  acid  2.95%;  Dlcamba 
(3  -  methoxy  -  3,6  -  dlcblorobenzolc  acid) 
1.00%  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Appli¬ 
cation  for  reregistration.  PM23 

EPA  Beg.  No.  638-44.  O.  M.  Scott  ft  Sons. 
BONUS  (B)  TYPE  B.  Active  Ingredients: 
2,4-DlchlorophenoKyaoetlc  acid  0.40%;  Dl¬ 
camba  (2-B4ethoxy-3,6-dlchlorobenzolc 
add)  0.07%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy, 
implication  for  reregistration.  PM23 

EPA  Beg.  No.  538-83.  O.  M.  Scot*  ft  Sons. 
PBOTURF  FERTILIZEB  PLUS  DICOT 
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WEBD  CONTROll.  Active  Ingredients:  3, 4* 
Dlclilorophenoxyacetlo  scki  1.10%;  Dlcam- 
ba  (2-Metlioxy-3,0>dlcblorobenBole  add) 
0.30%.  Method  of  Support:  AppUcatlon 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Ap- 
pUoatl(m  for  rere^stratlon.  PM33 

EPA  Reg.  No.  638-9.  O  M.  Scott  &  Sons. 
KANSEX.  (B)  BRAND.  Active  Ingredients: 
3,4-Dlchloropbenoxyacetic  acid  3.96%;  Dl- 
naTwHa  (2.MethO£y-3,0-dlchlorobenzole 
add)  0.48%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
Application  for  reregistration.  PM28 

KPA  Reg.  No.  201-324.  Shell  Chemical  Co.. 
Agricultural  Dlv.,  1026  Connecticut  Ave. 
NW.  Suite  200,  Washington  DC  20036. 
NXTDRIN  90  METHOMYL  INSBCTICIDB 
WATER  SOLX7BLE  POWDER.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Methomyl  S-methyl  N-I(meth- 
ylcarbamoyl)oxy]  -  thioacetlmldate  90%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  3(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application 
for  reregistration.  PM12  ^ 

BPA  Reg.  No.  440-476.  Techne  Corp.,  St.  Jo¬ 
seph  MO  64602.  TECHNE  FBRBAM  76.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Ferbam  (Ferric  dimethyl 
dlthlocarbamate)  76.0%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  ^plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
interim  policy.  Application  for  reregistra¬ 
tion.  PM21 

BFA  Reg.  No.  226-192.  Tobacco  States  Cheml- 
eal  Co.,  Inc.,  Box  470,  Lexington  KT  40601. 
TOBACCO  STATES  BRAND  DISDLFOTON 
TOBACCO.  Active  Ingn  dlents:  0,0-Dlethyl 
•-|2-(ethylthlo)  ethyl]  phosphorodlthloate 
16%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  AppU- 
satlon  for  reregistration.  PM16 

|FR  Doc.76-34706  Filed  8-23-76;8:45  am] 


IFRL  604-4;  OPP-33000/483 ] 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATION  FOR  PESTICIDE 
REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  In  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub- 
Bshed  In  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)  (1)  (D) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodentlclde  Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended 
(“interim  Policy  Statement").  On  Jan¬ 
uary  22,  1978,  EPA  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  a  document  entitled  “Reg¬ 
istration  of  a  Pesticide  Product — Consid¬ 
eration  of  Data  by  the  Administrator  in 
Support  of  an  Application"  (41  FR  3339) . 
This  document  described  the  changes  in 
the  Agency’s  procedures  for  implement- 
Ing  section  3(c)  (1)  (D)  of  FIFRA.  as  set 
out  in  the  interim  Policy  Statement, 
which  were  effectuated  by  the  enactment 
of  the  recent  amendments  to  FIFRA  (m 
November  28.  1975  [Pub.  L.  94-1401.  and 
the  new  regulations  governing  the  regis¬ 
tration  and  re-registration  of  pesticides 
which  became  effective  (m  August  4, 1975 
(40  CFR  Part  162). 

Pursuant  to  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
these  Federal  Register  documents,  EPA 
hereby  gives  notice  of  the  applications  tor 
pesticidss  registration  listed  below.  In 
some  cases  these  applications  have  re¬ 
cently  been  received;  in  other  cases,  ap¬ 
plications  have  been  amended  by  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  additional  supporting  data,  the 
election  of  a  new  method  of  support,  or 
the  submlssi(m  of  new  “offer  to  pay" 
statements. 


the  case  of  all  applications,  the  la¬ 
beling  furnished  by  the  applicant  for  the 
inroduct  will  be  available  for  inspection 
at  the  Environmental  Protectidn  Agency, 
Room  209,  East  Tower,  401  M  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460.  In  the  case 
of  applications  subject  to  the  new  section 
3  regulations,  and  applications  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  new  section  3  regulations 
which  utilize  either  the  2(a)  or  2(b) 
method  of  support  specified  in  the  In¬ 
terim  Policy  Statement,  aU  data  citations 
submitted  or  referenced  by  the  applicant 
in  support  of  the  application  will  be  made 
available  for  inspection  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress.  This  information  (proposed  label¬ 
ing  and,  where  applicable,  data  citations) 
will  also  be  supplied  by  mall,  upon  re¬ 
quest.  However,  such  a  request  should  be 
made  only  when  circumstances  make  it 
inconvenient  for  the  inspection  to  be 
made  at  the  Agency  offices. 

Any  pers(m  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an 
applicant,  (b)  believes  that  data  he  de¬ 
veloped  and  submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after 
January  1,  1970,  is  being  used  to  support 
an  application  described  in  this  notice, 

(c)  desires  to  assert  a  claim  under  sectlcm 
3(c)  (1)  (D)  for  such  use  of  his  data,  and 

(d)  wishes  to  preserve  his  right  to  have 
the  Administrator  determine  the  amount 
of  reasonable  compensati<m  to  which  he 
is  entitled  for  such  use  of  the  data  or  the 
status  of  such  data  imder  Section  10  must 
notify  the  Administrator  and  the  ajKili- 
cant  named  in  the  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  his  claim  by  certified  mail. 
Notification  to  the  Administrator  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Product  Control 
Branch,  Registration  Divisi<m  (WH-667) , 
Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  401  M  St. 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460.  Every  such 
claimant  must  Inciude,  at  a  minimum, 
the  information  listed  in  the  Interim 
Policy  Statement  of  November  19, 1973. 

Specific  questions  concerning  applica¬ 
tions  made  to  the  Agency  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  designated  Product  Man- 
ager  (PM),  Registration  Division  (WH- 
567) ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  at  the 
above  address,  or  by  telephone  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

PM  11,  13,  and  13—202/766-6316;  PM  31  and 
22-203/426-2464;  PM  34—203/766-3196; 
PM  31—302/426-2636;  PM  88—302/766- 
0041;  PM  16,  16  and  17—203/426-9426;  PM 
28—302/766-1397;  PM  26—302/766-7013: 
PM  32—203/426-9486;  and  PM  84—202/ 
426-0460. 

The  Interim  Policy  Statement  requires 
that  claims  for  compensation  be  filed  on 
or  before  October  26, 1976.  With  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  2(c)  applications  not  subject 
to  the  new  section  3  regulations,  and  for 
which  a  sixty-day  hold  period  for  claims 
is  provided,  EPA  will  not  delay  any  regis¬ 
tration  pending  the  assertion  of  claims 
for  compensation  or  the  determination  of 
reasonable  compensation.  Inquiries  and 
assertions  that  data  relied  upon  are 
subject  to  protection  under  section  10  of 
FTFRA,  as  amended,  should  be  made  on 
or  before  September  23,  1976. 

Dated:  August  10,  1976.  ‘ 


Appucatiohs  Rbckivxd  (OPP-33000/468) 
FUe  Symbol  359e8-R.  Aeroso].  West,  PO 
Box  6103,  Ventiira  CA  93003.  INSECTICIDE, 
AEROSOL  RB8METHBIN— 3%.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  (8-Benzyl-3-ftiryI)  methyl  2,2- 
dlmethyl-  8  -(3  -  methylpropenyl)eyclopro- 
pcmecarboxylste  2.00%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
interim  policy.  PM  13 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  39359-A.  The  Aluvls  Co., 
23666  Clawlter  St.,  Hayward  CA  94646. 
RAT-X  ALL  WEATHER  RAT  BAIT  READY 
TO  USE  BJliOCKS.  Active  Ingredients:  Dl- 
phaclnone  \  (2-dlphenylacetyl-l,8-lndandl- 
one)  0.005%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
PMll 

EPA  File  Symbol  89369-L.  The  Aluvls  Oo. 
RAT-XW  ALL  WEATHER  RAT  BAIT 
READY  TO  USE  BLOCKS.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Warfarin  |3-(a-acetonylbenzyl)-4- 
hydroxycoumarln )  0.026%.  Method  of 

Support:  Application  proceeds  imder  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  PMll 

EPA  File  Symbol  36269-U.  The  Aluvls  Co. 
RAT-XW  FENCE  BLOCK  ALL  WEATHER 
ROOF  RAT  BAIT  READY  TO  USE 
BLOCKS.  Active  Ingredients:  Warfarin 
1 3- ( a-acetonlbenzyl )  -4-hydroxycoumaiin] 
0.026%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PMll 

EPA  File  Symbol  89369-0.  The  Aluvls  Co. 
RAT-XP  ALL  WEATHER  RAT  BAIT 
READY  TO  USE  BTXX7KS  (SEWERS) .  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Plval  [2-Plvalyl-l,S-In- 
andlone]  0.036%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
pUcatlon  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  PMll 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  39260-R.  The  Aluvls  Co. 
RAT-X  FENCE  BLOCK  ALL  WEATHER 
ROOF  RAT  BAIT  READY  TO  USB 
BLOCKS.  Active  Ingredients:  Diphaclnone 
]  2-dlphenyIaoetyl- 1  .S-lndandlone  ]  0.006  % . 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
\mder  2(b)  of  Interim  poUcy.  PMll 

EPA  Reg.  No.  36378-6.  Aqua  Process  Chemi¬ 
cals,  PO  Box  30166,  Houston  TX  77036.  8-76 
MICROBIOCIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  2- 
(Thlocyanomathylthlo)-beneothlaaole  8.- 
0%;  2-Hydroxypropylmethane-thlosulfo- 
nate,  7.0%  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Ap¬ 
plication  for  reregistration.  PM3S 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  6734-T.  AvrU,  Inc.,  601  N. 
Third  St..  Reading  PA  19601.  AVRIL 
SWIMMING  POOL  ALOABCIDB.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  n-Alkyl  (60%  C14,  80%  C16, 
6%  C12.  8%  C18)  dimethyl  benayl  am- 
monliun  chlorides  6%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12, 
82%  C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenxyl  ammonl- 
\un  chlorides  6%.  Method  ef  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
poUcy.  PM24 

EPA  Reg.  Ne.  6887-97.  Black  Leaf  Products 
Co..  667  N.  State  St..  Elgin  IL  60139.  BLACK 
LEAF  WEED  PREVENTER.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Dimethyl  ester  of  tetrachlorotereph- 
thallc  acid  i.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Application  for  reregistration.  PM36 

EPA  FUe  Sjrmbo)  36535-0.  Carnation  Co., 
6064  WUshlre  Blvd.,  Los  Angeleee  CA 
60036.  ALBERS  RABON  7.76  ORAL  LARVI- 
CIDB  PREMIX.  Active  Ingredients:  2- 
chloro-l-(3.4.6-trlchlorophenyl)  vinyl  di¬ 
methyl  phosphate  7.76%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM15 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  868S6-E.  Carnation  Co.  RED 
ROSE  RABON  7.76  ORAL  LARVICIDE 
PREMIX.  Active  Ingredients:  2-chloro-l- 
(3.4,6-trlchlorophenyl)  vinyl  dimethyl 
phosphate  7.76%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
pUcatlon  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM15 

KPA  Reg.  No.  4715-334.  Colorado  Interna¬ 
tional  Corp.,  6331  DcUilla  St.,  Commerce 
CUty  CO  80022.  BEST  4  SERVIS  BRAND 


John  B.  Ritcr,  Jr., 

Director,  Registration  Division. 
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DANDELION  DSaTBOTEB.  Aettv*  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  DtmetbyUmtne  Belt  of  Dteembe  (Sjt- 
dlcbtoco-o-enletB  edd)  S.4S%:  Ptmethyl- 
amlne  Salts  of  Bsiated  AeMs  OJW%;  Dl- 
methylamlna  Salt  of  a.4-D>chlorophsoory- 
acetlo  add  17J3%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  i^ipUcatlon  for  reraglstatUlon.  PM3S 
EPA  Reg.  No.  8770-318.  Economy  Products 
'CO«  Inc..  PO  Bos  437.  Bt»«»n>.n<ln«Lh  JO 
51601.  DACTHAL  60W  HERBICIDE.  Active 
Ingredients:  Dimethyl  Tetrachlorotereph- 
thalate  60%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
AppUcatkm  for  rwegtetratlon.  PM23. 

EPA  Beg.  No.  3770-180.  Eocmomy  Products 
Co..  Inc.,  ECONOMY  DACTHAL  HERBI¬ 
CIDE  FOR  ORNAMENTALS  (ORANULAB) . 
Active  Ingredients:  Dimethyl  Tetrachloro- 
terephthalate  4.16%.  Method  of  Support: 
Ai^Ucatlon  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim 
pdlcy.  Application  for  reregistration.  PM23 
EPA  Beg.  No.  3770-176.  Economy  Products  Co., 
Inc.  E(X>NOMY  DACTHAL  HEBBICHHC 
FOB  VEC»TABLES  (OBANXJLAB).  Active 
Ingredients:  Dimethyl  Tetrachloroterephs- 
late  4.16%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim  pc^cy.  Ap¬ 
plication  for  rer^^tratlon.  PM33 
EPA  Beg.  No.  3770-63.  Economy  Products  Co.. 
Inc.  ECONOMY  CBAB  GRASS  CONTROL. 
Active  Ingredients:  Dimethyl  tetrachloro- 
terephthalate  4.16%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  3(b)  ot  Interim 
policy.  Application  for  reregistration.  PM33 
EPA  Beg.  No.  1990-365.  Farmland  Industries, 
Inc.,  c/o  Regulatory  Affairs  Dept.,  PO  Box 
7306,  Kansas  City  MO  64116.  CO-OP  BIG  3 
LAWN  FERTILIZER.  Active  Ingredients: 
3,4-Dlchloropbenoxyacetlc  add,  dimethyl- 
amine  salt  1.00%;  3,6-dlchloro-o-anlstic 
add  (Dlcamba) ,  dimetbylamine  salt  0.36%; 
Related  adds  of  dlmethylamlne  salts 
0.04%.  Method  of  Support:  Applicatlcm 
proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Ap¬ 
plication  for  reregistration.  PM33 
EPA  Beg.  No.  1990-363.  Farmland  Industries. 
Inc.  CO-OP  LAWN  AND  GARDEN  WEED 
KILTER  DACTHAL  (6)  GRANULES.  Active 
Ingredients:  Dlmethjd  tetrachlorotere- 
phthalate  (Dacthal)  5.0%.  Method  <jf  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  3(b)  of 
Interim  policy.  Application  tor  reregistra¬ 
tion.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  19904333.  Farmland  Industries, 
Ine.  CO-OP  BANVEL  D/3,4-D  GRANULES 
LAWN  WEED  KILLER.  Active  Ingredients: 
3,6-dlchloro-o-anlsic  add  (Dlcamba),  dl¬ 
methylamlne  salt  038%;  3.4-Dlohloro- 
phenozyacetlc  add,  dlmethylamlne  salt 
0.83%:  Related  adds  of  dlmethylamlne  salt 
0.05%.  Method  of  Support:  i^rplicatlcm 
proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Ap¬ 
plication  for  reregistration.  PM33 
EPA  Beg.  No.  1990-310.  Farmland  Industrlee. 
Ine.  CO-OP  BROAD  LEAF  WEED  KILLER. 
Active  Ingredients:  3,0-dlchloro-o-anlsic 
(Dlcamba),  dlmethylamlne  salt  6.48%;  3,4- 
dlchlorophenoxyacetlc  add,  dlmethylamlne 
salt  35.93%:  Related  adds  of  dlmethyl¬ 
amlne  salts  1.14%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap- 
llcatlon  proceeds  rmder  3(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Application  for  reregistration.  PM38 
EPA  Reg.  No.  9198-30.  Free  Flow  Fbrtlllaer, 
PO  Box  119,  Maumee  OH  43537.  TURF 
CARE  30-4-10  WITH  0.93%  BENEFIN.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients;  N-butyl-N-ethyl-a,a,a- 
tiifluoro-3,6-dlnltro-p-to)uldlne  0F3%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  3(b)  of  interim  policy.  Application 
for  reregistration.  PM38 
EPA  File  Symbol  S0903-B.  Florida  Correc¬ 
tional  Industries.  Glades  Correctlcmal  In¬ 
stitute,  600  Orange  Ave.  Circle.  Tallahas¬ 
see  Ml  SS4S0.  DEE-CEE  CONCENTRATED 
DISINFECrANT.  Active  Ingredients:  TM- 
sodlum  Fhoq>hate  337%;  Sodium  Trlpoly- 
pho^hate  337%:  Dlethanolamldes  of  co¬ 


conut  fatty  adds  633%;  n-Alkyl  (60%  C14. 
80%  C16,  6%  C18.  6%  CIS)  dimethyl  ben- 
syl  ammonium  chlorides  1.70%;  n-Alkyl 
(50%  C13.  90%  C14.  17%  C16.  8%  C18) 
dimethyl  ethylbensyl  ammonium  chlorides 
1.70%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  undM*  3(a)  of  Interim  pdlcy. 
PM31 

EPA  Beg.  No.  8780-41.  High  Point  Mills.  Ine., 
1335  Ldilgh  Station  Bd.,  Henrietta  NY 
14467.  ANTHIC  LAWN  WEED  KILLER 
PLUS  FERTILIZER.  Active  Ingredients : 
3-(2-methyl-4-chlorophenoxy)  prc^tlonlc 
add.  dlmethylamlne  salt  1.06%;  3,4-dl- 
chlorophenoxyaoetic  add,  sodium  salt 
monohydrate  1.06%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Application  for  reregistration.  PM33 

EPA  Reg.  No.  3343-706.  Kerr-MoGee  ChMnlcal 
Corp.,  Kerr-McGee  Center,  PO  Box  35861, 
Oklahoma  City  OK.  FASOO  GBANSIL  lOP. 
Active  Ingredients:  Brunadl  (6-bromo-3- 
8ec-butyl-6-metbyluracll)  10%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  undw  3(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  rere^- 
tratlon.  PM35 

EPA  File  Symbol  30101-E.  Tjamar  Chemical 
Co..  Box  177,  Petal  MB  39466.  ALL-PRO 
SANinZEB-CLKANER  Active  Ingredients: 
Alkyl  (60%  C14.  80%  C16.  6%  C13.  6%  C18) 
Dimethyl  Ben^  Anunonlum  Chlorides 
5.0%;  Alkyl  (68%  C13.  33%  C14)  Dimethyl 
Ethylbensyl  Artunonlum  Chlorides  5.0%; 
Sodium  Carbonate  33%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  3(b)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  7796-L.  Dr.  MacDonald’s 
Vltamlzed  Feed  Cq^  Inc..  Highway  30W., 
PO  Box  1077,  Fort  Y>odge  lA  60501.  !«. 
M(7DONALD’S  EX-L  MiT  CONTROL  VY- 
TAB-O-LATOB.  Active  Ingredients:  3- 
chloro-l-(3,4,5-trtchlorophenyl)  vinyl  di¬ 
methyl  phosphate  1.79%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  3(b)  of 
interim  pdlcy.  PM15 

EPA  Beg.  No.  8133-74.  Frank  Miller  ft  Scms, 
Inc.,  13831  B.  Emerald  Ave.,  Chicago  IL 
60637.  ORANULAB  HERBICII».  AcUve  In¬ 
gredients:  Bromacil  (6-bromo-3-sec-bntyl- 
6-methyluracU)  4%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Application  for  reregistration.  PM36 

EPA  Beg.  No.  8133-73.  Frank  Miller  ft  Sons. 
Inc.  ORANULAB  WEED  AND  VEfOTA- 
TTON  wTT.f.iew.  Active  Ingredients:  Broma- 
cU  (6-bromo-3-sec-butyl-6  -  methyluraell) 
3%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim  pdlcy.  Appli¬ 
cation  for  reregistration.  PM36 

EPA  Reg.  No.  8133-13.  Frank  Miller  ft  Sons. 
Inc.  WEED  AND  VBGETA'n(»f  KILLER. 
Active  Ingredients:  Bromacil  (&-bromo-S- 
8ec-butyl-6-methyluracil)  13%.  Method 
of  Suj^Kirt:  Application  proceeds  under  3 
(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  re- 
re^tration.  PM35 

EPA  Reg.  No.  1769-143.  National  Chemsearch. 
Dlv.  of  USACHEM,  lAc.,  3737  Chemsearch 
Blvd.,  Irving.  TK  76063.  NATIONAL  CHEM¬ 
SEARCH  APOLLO  446.  Active  Ingredients: 
Dlethanobunlne  salt  of  3-(3-Methyl-4- 
chlorophenoxy)  proprlonlc  add  8.0%;  Di¬ 
ethanolamine  salt  ot  3.4-Dlohlor(^>heooxy- 
aoetic  83%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica- 
tion  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim  polU^. 
AppUcatton  for  reregistration.  PBC3S 

EPA  File  Symbd  86S5-EEA.  Oxford  Chemi¬ 
cals,  PO  Box  80303,  Atlanta  GA  80841.  OX¬ 
FORD  1319.  Active  Ingredients:  Dloetyl 
dimethyl  ammonliun  chloride  60%;  Ethyl 
alcohol  10%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  tmder  2(b)  of  Interim  pdlcy. 
PMSl 

EPA  Beg.  No.  1813-313.  Parramore  ft  Giiffln, 
Box  188,  Valdceto  GA  81601.  METHCMfllX 
TOBACCO  DUST.  Active  Ingredients: 
Methomyl  (3-methyl  -  N  •  (meibylearba- 


moyl)  oxy]  thloaeetlmldate  336%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  8«q>port:  i^ipllcation  proceeds  under 
3(b)  of  interim  pdlcy.  Application  for  re¬ 
registration.  PM12 

EPA  Reg.  No.  2169-180.  Patterson  Chemical 
Co.,  Dlv.  Curry-Oartwrlght,  Ine.,  1400  Un¬ 
ion  Ave.,  Kansas  City  MO  64101.  PATTEB- 
BONR  GARDEN  WEED  PREVENTER 
(CCBfTAlNS  DACTHAL).  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Dimethyl  Tetrachloroterephthalate 
3.5%:  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  pdlcy.  Appli¬ 
cation  for  rer^stratlon.  PM33 

EPA  Reg.  No.  1159-166.  Seacoast  Laboratories, 
Inc.,  367  Hwy.  18,  PO  Box  167,  East  Bruns¬ 
wick  NJ  08816.  TWIN  LIGHT  PROFES¬ 
SION^  DACTHAL  CRABORASS  PRE¬ 
VENTER.  Active  Ingredients:  Dimethyl 
Tetrachloroterephthalate  4.7%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  3(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  Application  for  reregis¬ 
tration.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  7401-171.  Voluntary  Purchas¬ 
ing  Groups,  Inc.,  PO  Box  460,  Bonham,  TX 
76418.  FERTT-LOME  SYSTEMIC  WEED 
KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  Dlmethyl¬ 
amlne  Salt  of  DlcamlM  (3,6-dlchloro-o-an- 
isle  acid)  1.43%;  Dlmethylamlne  Salt  of 
Related  Acids  33%;  Dlmetiiylamlne  Salt 
of  2,4-Dlchlorophenoxyacetlc  acid  833%. 
Method  of  Support;  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Application 
few  reregistration.  PM23 

EPA  Reg.  No.  7401-40.  Voluntary  Purchasing 
Groupe,  Inc,  FERTT-LOME  BROAD  SPEC¬ 
TRUM  WEED  EULER.  Active  Ingredients: 
Dlmethylamlne  Salt  of  Dlcamba  (3,6- 
dlchloro-o-anlslc  acid)  3.43%;  Dlmeth¬ 
ylamlne  Salt  of  related  acids  0.61%; 
Dlmethylamlne  Salts  of  2,4-dlchlorophen- 
oxyacetlc  acid  30.00%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim 
poUcy.  Application  few  reregistration.  PM33 

EPA  Reg.  No.  7401-37.  Vduntary  Purchasing 
Groups,  Ine.  FERTT-LOME  WEED  ft  FEED 
FOB  (XINTBOLLINO  WEEDS.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Dlmethylamlne  Salt  of  Dlcamba 
(3,6-ellchloro-o-anisic  acid)  0.11%; 
Dlmethylamlne  Salt  of  3,4-Dlchlorophen- 
oxyacetle  acid  0.31%.  Method  ot  Support: 
Applleiatlem  proeweds  under  3(b)  of  In¬ 
terim  policy.  Application  for  rereglstratlem. 
PM33. 

(FB  Doc.76-34706  Filed  8-33-76;  8  >46  am] 


FEDEftAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

(FMC-142(a);  (Rev.  3/74)] 

MEOGULF  CONFERENCE 
Agreement  Filed 

Notice  Is  hexdt>y  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  tor  miproval  pursuant  to 
sectlmi  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1918.  as 
amrtided  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
UJ3.C.814). 

Interested  parties  may  Inspect  ibd  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  ot  the  agreemoit  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  ICarl- 
tlme  Commission,  1100  L  Street.  NW.. 
Room  10126;  (M*  may  Inspect  the^agree- 
mait  at  the  Fldd  Offices  located  at  New 
York.  N.Y..  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan. 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary.  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  CommlsslMi,  Washlngtmi, 
D.C,.  20573,  within  20  days  after  puUl- 
catlon  of  this  notice  In  the  PtoxasL 
Rboistbk.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing 
on  the  pixHiosed  agreement  shall  provide 
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a  clear  and  concise  statement  oX  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statttnent  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  Is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  Indicated  hereinafter) 
and  Uie  stat^ent  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Med-Gulf  Conference 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by : 

Stanley  O.  Sber,  Esquire,  BUllg,  8her  &  Jones, 

P.O.,  Suite  800,  2033  K  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006 

Agreement  No.  9522-27,  among  the 
members  of  the  above-named  confer¬ 
ence,  modifies  the  basic  agreement  by 
establishing  a  separate  section  for 
Puerto  Rican  tariff  with  exclusive 
Jurisdiction  over  the  tariff  rules  and 
regulations  apropos  to  that  section. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  August  19, 1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-24772  Filed  8-23-76:8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  RF68-16] 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 

Filing  of  Releases 

August  11, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  28,  1976, 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company  (Cities) 
filed,  pursuimt  to  Paragraph  (E)  of  the 
Commission’s  order  Issued  on  January  30, 
1969,  in  this  docket,  copies  of  22  rdeases 
received  by  Cities  from  its  customers.  In 
filhig  its  refund  report  on  November  8, 
1975,  in  this  docket.  Cities  noted  that 
releases  had  not  been  received  from  23 
Jurisdictional  customers  at  the  time  of 
the  report  but  that  such  releases  would 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
receipt. 

Cities  states  that  with  the  exception 
of  the  Town  of  Gate,  Oklahoma  (Gate). 
Cities  has  now  supplied  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  copies  of  the  releases  from  all  cus¬ 
tomers  which  were  mailed  refunds  on 
October  11,  1973.  Gate,  according  to 
Cities,  failed  to  negotiate  two  separate 
refund  sheets  mailed  to  it  by  Cities; 
Cities  reduced  Gate’s  May,  1976  bill  by 
the  amount  of  the  refimd  in  order  to 
fulfill  Its  refund  obligation. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NJE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 


the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  27,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Ccmunlssion 
and  are  available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-24744  FUed  8-23-76;8:46  am) 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

CITIZENS  NATIONAL  CORP. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 
Citizens  National  Corporation,  Wis- 
ner,  Nebraska,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  UJ3.C. 
1842(a)(1)  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  through  acquisition  of  80  per 
cent  (or  more)  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Cfitlzens  National  Bank  of  Wlsner,  Wls- 
ner,  Nebraska.  The  feictors  that  are  con¬ 
sidered  in  acting  on  the  application  are 
set  forth  in  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or* 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  conunent  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be  received 
no  later  than  September  17,  1976. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  August  18, 1976. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 
IFR  Doc.76-24744  FUed  8-23-76:8:46  am) 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

Corrections  to  Automated  Data  and  Tele¬ 
communications  Service  (ADTS)  Sys* 
terns  of  Records 

On  August  27  and  October  7,  1975, 
there  were  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (40  FR  39185  and  46421)  notices 
of  systems  of  records  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974, 
Pub.  L.  93-579,  5  U.S.C.  552a.  Notice  is 
her^y  given  that  the  General  Services 
Administration  proposes  to  revise  and 
correct  these  systems  of  records  to  clar¬ 
ify  the  contents  of  the  systems  and  their 
routine  uses  and  to  correct  minor  in¬ 
accuracies.  The  systems  of  records  iden¬ 
tified  as  GSA/ADTS  1,  Classified  C(m- 
trol  Files;  GSA/ADTS  3,  Discretionary 
Supervisor  Files;  GSA/ADTS  5,  Finan¬ 
cial  Management  Files;  and  GSA/ADTS 
6,  Personnel  Administrative  Files,  are 
revised  to  correct  minor  Inaccuracies. 
GSA/ADTS  4,  Emergency  Notification 


Flies,  Is  revised  to  clarify  the  routine 
uses  and  correct  minor  Inaccuracies; 
and  GSA/ADTS  8.  Key  Personnel  and 
Essential  Residence  Telephone  Direc¬ 
tory,  Is  revised  to  change  the  system’s 
name  and  to  clarify  the  tel^;di<me  list¬ 
ings  contained  In  the  system  and  the 
system’s  routine  uses.  None  of  the 
changes  requires  a  new  syston  report. 

Any  person  Interested  in  commenting 
on  the  additional  routine  uses  contained 
in  this  notice  may  do  so^by  submitting 
comments  in  writing  to  G«ieral  Services 
Administration  (BR),  Washington,  DC 
20405.  Comments  must  be  submitted  on 
or  before  September  23,  1976. 

QSA/ADTS  1 

System  name:  Classified  Control  Piles, 
GSA/ADTS. 

System  location:  Office  of  Telecom¬ 
munications,  Central  Office  and  regional 
offices  of  ADTS  at  the  addresses  listed 
in  the  appendix  following  the  GSA/ 
ACTS  notices. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  system:  Employees  of.  GSA,  other 
Government  ag^acies,  smd  commercial 
corporations. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 
Records  are  mantained  in  this  nonauto- 
mated  system  for  the  purpose  of  ensur¬ 
ing  control  over  access  to  classified  in¬ 
formation  and  facilities.  Contains  rec¬ 
ords  such  as:  Security  clearance  levels, 
Identificaiton  credentials,  registers,  ac¬ 
cess  authorizations,  official  courier/ 
messenger  designations,  security  officer 
appointments,  files  custodian  lists,  se¬ 
curity  briefings,  and  acknowledgments. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  sys~ 
tern:  Executive  Order  10450,  April  27, 
1953. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses:  Maintain¬ 
ing  and  exchanging  current  information 
regarding  authority  of  personnel  to  gain 
access  to  classified  material  or  facilities. 
Documenting  responslbiliti^  of  desig¬ 
nated  personnel  to  administer  the  overall 
security  program.  Used  to  verify  clear¬ 
ance  for  access  to  classified  material  or 
facilities;  to  allow  performance  of  main- 
teoance  and  repair  of  classified  commu¬ 
nications  equipment;  and  to  verify  au¬ 
thority  to  release,  transport,  and  receive 
classified  material,  both  inter  and  intra 
agency.  Other  routine  uses  are  contained 
in  the  appendix  following  the  GSA  no¬ 
tices. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  re¬ 
trieving,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dis¬ 
posing  of  records  in  the  system: 

Storage:  Paper  files  kept  in  safes  or 
storage  cabinets. 

RetrievabiUty:  Filed  alphabetically  at 
each  location  by  name  of  individual. 

Safeguards:  Buildings  employ  security 
guards.  Storage  containers  are  either 
locked  or  located  in  a  limited  access  area. 

Retention  and  disposal:  Disposition  of 
records  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the 
HB,  GSA  Records  Maintenance  and  Dis¬ 
position  System  (OAD  P  1820.2) . 

Systems  manager (s)  and  address: 
Chief,  Secure  and  Emergency  CcHnmu- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  4),  NO.  165— TUESDAY,  AUGUST  24,  1976 


35768 


NOTICES 


nlcstions  Branch,  Office  of  Tdecommu- 
nlcatiixis,  OS  BulkUng.  18th  ft  P  Streets. 
NW,.  Washington.  DC;  mailing  addreaa; 
General  Serrlee  Administration  (CTOS) . 
Washington.  DC  30405. 

Notification  procedure:  Inquiries 
should  be  directed  to  the  Chief.  Secure 
and  Emeigency  Communications  Kanch, 
at  the  above  address  or  to  the  Dlreetw. 
Telecommunications  Division,  of  the  ap> 
promlate  regional  office  at  the  address 
listed  In  the  appendix  following  OSA/ 
ACTS  notices. 

Record  access  procednres:  Same  In¬ 
dividuals  as  above. 

Contestino  record  procedures:  OSA 
rules  for  access  to  records  and  for  con¬ 
testing  the  contents  and  appealing  Initial 
determinations  are  pixunulgated  In  41 
CFR  Part  105-64,  published  In  the  Fao- 
XltAL  RacisTEa. 

Record  source  catepories:  The  Individ¬ 
uals  themselves,  requests  for  clearance 
and/or  access,  and  other  security  forms. 

GSA/ADTS  3 

System  name:  Discretionary  Supervisor 
FUes.  GSA/ADTS 

System  location:  Normal  place  of  busl- 
nees  of  supervisor  In  rither  the  GSA/ 
ADTS  ^Bce  or  regional  locations.  The 
addresses  are  listed  In  the  appendix  f(A- 
lowlng  the  GSA/ADTS  notices. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  system:  ADTS  employees  Including 
those  In  Intern,  youth  employment,  and 
tenmorary  status. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 
Records  are  maintained  In  this  non- 
automated  system  at  the  complete  dis¬ 
cretion  cd  the  ADTS  supervisor.  Ckmtalns 
records  such  as  personnel  actlcms,  train¬ 
ing  requests,  performance  appraisals, 
letters  of  commendation,  citations, 
awards.  Job  descriptions,  acddmt  re¬ 
ports.  supervisor’s  assessment,  career 
counseling,  leave  record,  copies  of  warn¬ 
ings,  grieviuices.  reprimands,  attendance, 
annotated  mgantmtlonal  charts,  selec¬ 
tion  brief,  outside  enmloymoit,  and  labor 
relations. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  sys^ 
tern:  Title  5  UjB.C.  Sectton  301. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purpose  of  sack  uses:  The  rou¬ 
tine  uses  of  these  records,  as  defined  In 
5  nB.C.  5S2a(a)  (7)  and  provided  for  in 
5  UB.C.  5S2a(b)  (3) .  are  described  In  ttie 
appendix  following  the  GSA  notices. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  re¬ 
trieving,  accessing,  retailing,  and  dispos¬ 
ing  of  records  in  the  system: 

Storage:  Paper  files  stored  in  metal 
lovable  filing  cabinets  and  metal  lock- 
able  desk  drawers. 

RetrievabOity:  Filed  alphabetically  at 
each  location  by  name  at  IndlviduaL . 

Safeguards:  Buildings  employ  security 
guards.  Records  are  maintained  In  metal 
lovable  filing  cabinets  or  metal  lockable 
desk  dravrers,  with  limited  access. 

Retention  and  disposal:  Disposition 
of  retxxds  be  In  accordance  with  the 
HB.  G(^  Records  Maintenance  and  Dls- 
posltlan  System  (GAD  P  1820.2) . 

Systems  managerisy  and  address:  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Director.  ATTB.  06  Building. 


18th  k  F  Stmts,  NW.,  Washingtcm,  DC; 
milling  address:  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  (CZ) ,  Wadilngton,  DC 
20405. 

Notification  procedure:  Inquiries 
should  be  directed  to  the  individual’s 
Immediate  supervisor.  Any  required  ad¬ 
ditional  assistance  can  be  obtained  from 
the  system  manager  identified  above,  or 
the  Regional  Cmnmlssloner  of  the  appro¬ 
priate  regkmal  office  at  the  address  listed 
In  the  appendix  following  the  GSA/ADTS 
notices. 

Record  access  procedures:  Same  indi¬ 
viduals  as  above. 

Contesting  record  procedures:  OSA 
rules  for  access  to  records  and  for  con¬ 
testing  the  contmts  and  appealing  Initial 
determinations  are  promulgated  In  41 
CFR  Part  105-64,  published  In  the  Feo- 
XKAX.  Rbcxstbl 

Record  source  categories:  The  Indi¬ 
viduals  themsdves,  personal  observations 
of  the  supervisor,  conversations,  copies 
of  documents  prepared  by  the  supervisor, 
and  other  employees. 

GSA/ADTS  4 

System  name:  Emergency  Notification 
FUes.  <3SA/ADT8. 

System  location:  Central  and  Regional 
C^ces  of  ADTS  at  the  addresses  listed 
in  the  appendix  following  the  GSA/ 
ADTS  notices. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  system:  GSA/ADTS  Central  Office 
and  regional  employees. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 
Records  are  maintained  In  this  nonau^ 
m^ed  S3rstem  for  the  purpose  of  notify¬ 
ing  and  Identifying  employees  or  their 
designees  under  emergency  conditions. 
Contains  records  such  as:  wnployees 
name,  address,  position  title,  office  phone 
number,  and  home  phone  number. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  sys¬ 
tem:  Title  5  US.C.  Section  301. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users- 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses:  Maintain¬ 
ing  a  current  listing  of  Federal  officials 
to  be  contacted  during  national  disasters, 
contingency  and  onergency  situations; 
and  providing  this  information,  as  neces¬ 
sary,  In  disasters  or  public  or  personal 
emergencies,  to  cmicemed  agencies,  tele¬ 
phone  companies,  telecommunications 
common  carriers,  clvU  defense,  and  other 
activities  and  individuals  Involved  In  the 
emergency  or  relief  effort.  Contacting 
officials  in  support  of  Federal  Emergency 
Plan  D  and  NCS  Plan  for  Commimlca- 
tkms  Support  In  major  disasters  and 
emergencies.  Other  routine  uses  are  con¬ 
tained  in  the  appendix  following  the 
GSA  Notices.  . 

Pottcies  and  practices  for  storing, 
retrieving,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dis¬ 
posing  of  records  in  the  system: 

Storage:  Paper  files  kept  In  safes  or 
storage  cabinets. 

RetnevabtUty:  FUed  alphabetlcaUy  at 
each  location  by  name  of  IndlviduaL 

Safeguards:  Buildings  mnploy  secur¬ 
ity  guards.  Storage  containers  are  either 
locked  or  located  In  a  limited  access 
area.  Inf<»matlon  Is  rdeased  only  to  au¬ 
thorised  officials. 


Retention  and  disposal:  Dlqiosltlon  of 
records  shall  be  In  acc(wdanoe  with  the 
HB,  GSA  Records  Malntwiance  and  Dis¬ 
position  System  (GAD  P  1820.2) . 

System  manageris)  and  address: 
Chief,  Secure  and  Emergency  Communi¬ 
cations  Branch.  Office  of  Telecommuni¬ 
cations,  OS  BuUdlng,  18th  k  F  Streets, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC;  maUing  ad¬ 
dress:  General  Services  Administration 
(CTOS) ,  Washfaigtim.  DC  30405. 

Notification  procedure:  Inquiries 
should  be  directed  to  the  system 
manager  Identified  above  or  to  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Telec(xnmunlcatl<xis  Division,  at 
the  reglooal  office  at  the  address  listed 
<ln  the  appendix  following  the  GSA/ 
ADTS  notices. 

Record  access  procedures:  Same  in¬ 
dividuals  as  above. 

Contesting  record  procedures:  GSA 
rules  tor  access  to  records  and  tor  con¬ 
testing  the  contents  and  appealing  ini¬ 
tial  d^rminati<ms  are  promulgated  in 
41  CFR  Part  105-64,  published  In  the 
Federal  Rboistbe. 

Record  source  categories:  The  individ¬ 
uals  themselves,  their  supervisors,  emer¬ 
gency  listings,  disaster  plans,  and  per¬ 
sonnel  files. 

GSA/ADTS  5 

System  name:  Financial  Managonent 
FUes,  GSA/ADTS. 

System  location:  Financial  Manage¬ 
ment  Divlsioh,  ADTS.  at  the  Central 
Office  and  in  the  offices  the  ADTS 
Cmnmlssloners  and  Telecommunica¬ 
tions  Division  Directors  in  the  reglcmal 
c^Bces  at  the  address  listed  in  the  ap¬ 
pendix  fcUlowlng  the  GSA/ADTS  notices. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  system:  G^/ADTS  Central  Office 
and  regional  employees. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 
Records  are  maintained  In  both  paper 
and  autixnated  form  for  the  purpose  of 
financial  management.  Contains  Infor¬ 
mation  on  financial  projecticms  for  short 
and  long  range  planning,  preparatiim  of 
annual  financial  plans,  mcmthly  and 
quarterly  analysis  of  operation  funds, 
and  verifying  accounting  reports.  Con¬ 
tains  records  such  as:  Travri  logs,  trans¬ 
portation  requests,  claims,  vouchers, 
within  grade  notices,  pay  changes,  op¬ 
erator  cost  data,  credit  cards,  requisi¬ 
tions,  overtime  requests,  operating  plans, 
time  and  attendance  files.  payrcUL  com¬ 
mercial  call  certifications,  employment 
stafllng.  retirement  tilglblllW.  and  man¬ 
power  and  payroU  statistics. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  sys¬ 
tem:  Title  31  US.C.  Sections  66a  and 
66b. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses:  The 
routine  uses  the  records,  as  defined  in 

5  UJB.C.  552(a)  (7)  and  jM^ded  for  in 

6  UJ3.C.  652(b)  (3),  are  described  In  the 
appendix  f  oUowlng  the  OSA  notices. 

Polices  and  practices  for  storing,  re¬ 
trieving,  accessing,  reUdning,  and  dis¬ 
posing  of  records  in  the  system: 

Storage:  Paper  files  are  kept  in  stor¬ 
age  containers.  Magnetic  tapes  are  filed 
in  a  tape  library. 
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RetrievdbiUtif:  Filed  alphabetically  at 
loeattoa  by  name  of  indlTlduaL 

Sa/eomard$:  BuUdlnfs  empk^  security 
guards.  Beocods  contalninc  pwreonal  in¬ 
formation  are  maintained  In  metal  lock- 
able  flHng  cabinets  or  metal  lockable 
desk  drawers,  with  limited  access.  Tapes 
and  other  records  are  located  in  a  limited 
access  area. 

Retention  and  dispoeal:  Dtsposition  of 
records  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the 
HB.  OSA  Records  Idaintenance  and  Dis¬ 
position  System  (OAD  P  1820.2) . 

System  manageriM)  and  address:  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Director,  ADTS,  GS  Building, 
18th  &  F  Streets,  NW..  Washington,  DC; 
mftiung  address:  General  Senice  Ad¬ 
ministration  (CX),  Warfilngton,  DC 
20405. 

Notification  procedure:  Inquiries 
should  be  addressed  to  the  system 
manager  Identified  above  or  to  the  Re¬ 
gional  Commissioner  of  the  appropriate 
regional  office  at  the  address  listed  In  the 
appendix  following  the  GSA/ADTB  no¬ 
tices. 

Record  access  procedures:  Same  in¬ 
dividual  as  above. 

Contesting  record  procedures:  GSA 
rules  for  access  to  recmxls  and  for  con¬ 
testing  the  contents  and  aM)ealing  Initial 
detanninatlons  are  prmnulgated  in  41 
CFR  Part  105-64,  published  to  the  Fed- 
EltAl.  RxeiSTUR. 

Record  source  categories:  Telephone 
Inventory  Accounting  System  and  in¬ 
dividuals  submitting  the  various  types 
of  claims,  vouchers,  and  requests. 

GSA/ ADTS  6 

System  name:  Personnel  Administra¬ 
tive  PUes,  GSA/ADTS. 

-  System  location:  C«\tral  0£5ce  and 
regional  offlom  of  ADTS  at  the  addresses 
listed'  in  the  appendix  following  G£to/ 
ADTS  notices. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  system:  GSA,  ADTS,  Central  Office 
and  regional  employees. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 
Records  are  matotatoed  to  this  non- 
automated  syst^  for  the  purpose  of  ad- 
mtolstertog  personnri  matters  to  the 
ADTS  Central  Office  and  regions.  Con¬ 
tains  annotated  organizational  charts, 
training,  duty  and  leave  schedules,  travel 
requests,  authorizations,  reprimands, 
warnings,  vouchers,  iu}pralsals,  position 
descriptions,  biographic  and  career  to- 
formaticm,  suggestions,  details,  person¬ 
nel  actions,  grievance  and  appeal  files, 
EEO  files,  personnel  ceiling  control,  li¬ 
censes,  awards,  essential  residence  tele-- 
phone  service  listing,  skill  directory, 
trainee  and  totem  fUes,  property  receipt^ 
rosters,  locators,  job  applications,  and 
surveys. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  sys¬ 
tem:  Title  5  XJJEtC.  Section  301. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  isududing  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses:  Action 
taken  with  Civil  Servioe  Commission  or 
pending  on  grtevanoea,  rQ>rimands. 
wamtogs,  suggestions,  etc.  Other  routine 
uses  are  deaeribed  in  the  appendix  follow¬ 
ing  the  GSA  notices. 


Policies  and  practices  fqr  storing,  re¬ 
trieving,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dis¬ 
posing  of  records  in  the  system: 

Storage:  Paper  files  kept  to  metal  lock- 
able  filing  cabinets  or  metal  lockable  desk 
drawers. 

RetrievabtUty:  Filed  alphabetically  at 
each  location  by  name  of  IndlvlduaL 

Safeguards:  Buildings  employ  security 
guards.  Records  matotatoed  to  metal 
lockable  filing  cabinets  or'  metal  lock- 
able  desk  drawers,  with  limited  access. 

Retention  and  disposal:  Disposition  of 
records  shall  be  to  accordance  with  the 
HB,  GSA  Records  Maintenance  and  EHs- 
position  System  (OAD  P  1820.2) . 

System  manageris)  and  address:  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Director,  ADTS,  OS  BuQdtog, 
18th  &  F  Streets,  NW.,  Washington.  DC; 
mailing  address:  General  Services  Ad- 
mlslstratlon  (CX) ,  Washington,  DC 
20405. 

Notification  procedure:  Inquiries 
should  be  directed  to  the  emidoyee’s  im¬ 
mediate  supervisor.  Any  additional  as¬ 
sistance  can  be  obtained  from  the  sys¬ 
tem  manager  identified  above,  or  the  Re- 
gl<mal  C^ommlssioner  of  the  appropriate 
regional  office  at  the  address  listed  to  the 
appendix  following  the  GSA/ADTS 
notices. 

Record  access  procedures:  Same  indi¬ 
viduals  as  above. 

Contesting  record  procddures:  GSA 
rules  for  access  to  records  and  for  con¬ 
testing  the  cmitents  and  appealing  initial 
determinations  are  promulgated  to  41 
CFR  Part  105-64,  published  In  the  Fzo- 
ERAL  RZGlSTEa. 

Record  source  categories:  The  indi¬ 
viduals  themsdves,  their  supervisors,  and 
from  other  ADTS  employees. 

GSA/ADTS  8 

System  name:  Special  Purpose  Tele¬ 
phone  Contact  Listings,  GSA/ADTS. 

System  location:  GSA/ADTS  Regional 
T<decommunicatlons  Offices  and  OSA 
operated  switchboards  within  the  ten 
OSA  regions  and  the  FTS  Central  Infor¬ 
mation  Service  and  Emergency  Potson 
ContnA  listings  at  OSA,  ADTS  Region  3. 
See  Appendix  GSA/ADTS  Address  of 
liocaticms  following  the  GSA/ADTS 
notices. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  system:  Federal  agmoy  personnel  as 
designated  by  the  Federal  agmcies. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system:  In¬ 
cludes  listings  such  as  Key  Personnel  and 
Essential  Residence  Tel^Aume  Ustlng 
for  the  purpose  of  identifying 
residential  tdephooe  service  to  desig¬ 
nated  key  officials  to  tim*  of  ema*gency; 
FTS  C^entral  toformation  Smrice  for  the 
purpose  of  contacting  key  for 

necessary  day-to-day  operatkms  and  to 
emergmcy  situations;  Emergmcy  Poison 
Control  T  listings  for  the  purpose  of  pro¬ 
viding  emergency  medical  assistance; 
and  other  Usttogs  (A  key  for  the 

purpose  of  day-to-day  operations  and 
emergoicles.  These  listings  may  (nciMde 
name,  position,  title,  address,  of¬ 
fice  telephone  number,  home  address, 
and/or  home  tdephone  number. 


Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  syv- 
tem:  Hie  Federal  Property  and  Adminis¬ 
trative  Senrlces  Act  of  1849,  63  Stat.  377, 
as  amended. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  Uufiuding  categories  of  users 
and  the  purpoee  of  such  uses:  The  rou¬ 
tine  uses  of  these  rec<wds,  as  defined  to 
5  n.S.C.  552a(a)  (7)  and  provided  for  to 
5  UJSX;.  5S2a(b)(3).  shaU  include:  (1) 
The  transfer  to  GSA  of  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  toformation  from  the  Federal 
agency  responsible  for  collecting  the  to¬ 
formation  for  inclusion  to  the  OSA- 
matotatoed  nationwide  central  Informa¬ 
tion  service  and  to  reglonsJ  Usttogs  of 
Federal  penonnel  designated  as  key  per- 
sonnd  or  pcAnts  of  contact;  (Personal 
tofmmiation;  l.e.,  home  address  or  tele- 
ptoone  number,  will  not  be  disclosed  to  a 
caller.  The  G6A  switchboard  operator 
wlU  either  "patch’*  the  caU  through  to 
the  sttoject,  or  will  notify  the  sitoject 
that  a  caU  has  been  made  to  him  for  caU- 
back  purposes.)  (2)  the  transfer  of  desig¬ 
nated  essential  residence  tofmtnation 
(and  ddetions  from  such  list)  to  the  re¬ 
gions  to  the  appr(H}riate  telephone  com¬ 
panies  to  provide  emergency  Une  load 
control  pursuant  to  41  CFR  101-3S.6; 
and  (3)  those  routine  uses  described  to 
the  appendix  fcAlowtog  the  GSA  notices. 

Policies  and  pracUces  for  storing,  re¬ 
trieving,  processing,  retaining,  and  dis¬ 
posing  of  records  in  the  system: 

Storage:  Papa:.  Utoes,  and/or  cards. 

RetrievahiSty:  Indexed  by  name  and/ 
or  agency. 

Safeguards:  Limited  access  areas  and 
records  are  accessible  only  to  autiioilaed 
penonnel  of  GSA. 

Retention  and  disposal:  Matotatoed 
until  rescinded  by  authorized  agency. 

System  managerCs)  and  address:  The 
otTlclato  responsible  for  the  telephone 
contact  listings  are:  (1)  Central  In¬ 
formation  Service  and  Emergency  Pol- 
son  Contr(A:  Regional  Director.  Telecom¬ 
munications  Division,  Region  3;  (2)  Re¬ 
gional  Usttogs:  Regional  ZArector.  Tde- 
communications  Division,  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  region.  The  addresses  (A  Ihe  re¬ 
sponsible  officials  are  listed  to  the  appen¬ 
dix  followtog  the  GSA/ADTS  notices. 

Notification  procedures:  Information 
may  be  obtained  from  the  officials  listed 
above. 

Record  access  procedures:  Same  In¬ 
dividuals  as  above. 

Contesting  record  procedures:  GSA 
rules  for  access  to  systems  of  records, 
contesting  the  contents  of  a  system  of 
records,  and  appealing  Initial  determtoa- 
tions  are  promulgated  to  41  CFR  Part 
105-64,  pitolished  to  the  Fedbxai,  Riozs- 
xxa. 

Record  source  categories:  Information 
provided  by  Federal  agencies  and  sid>- 
Jeet  individuals. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  13.  1976. 

G.  C.  Gasoitek, 
Dbreetor  of  AdministrsMon, 

(FR  Doe.70-347a3  Wed  8-S3-76;8:4S  sm] 
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NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 
ARnSTS>IN-SCHOOLS  ADVISORY  PANEL 
Matting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-403),  notice  is  hereby  givoi  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Artists-In-Schools  Ad¬ 
visory  Panel  to  the  National  Endowment 
for  the  Arts  will  be  held  on  Septem¬ 
ber  13-14, 1976  frmn  9:00  ain.-5:00  pjn. 
in  the  14th  floor  conference  room  of  the 
Columbia  Plasa  Oflice  Building,  2401  E 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

A  portion  of  this  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  puUlc  on  Septonber  13  from 
9:00  ajn.-ll:00  am.  and  on  September 
14  from  2:00  pm.-5:00  pm.  on  a  space 
available  basis.  Accommodations  are 
limited.  On  September  13  the  agenda  for 
this  portion  will  Include:  (1)  An  Orien¬ 
tation  (2)  An  overview  of  components 
of  the  A-I-S  Program.  On  September  14 
the  agenda  will  Include:  (1)  Preview  of 
the  January  or  February  Panel  Policy 
(2)  Film  on  A-I-S  (3)  Discussion. 

The  remaining  sessions  of  this  meet¬ 
ing  on  Sept^nber  13  from  11:00  am.- 
5:00  pm  and  on  September  14  from 
9:00  am.-2:00  pm.  are  for  the  purpose 
of  Panel  review,  discussion,  evaluation, 
and  recommendation  on  applications  for 
financial  assistance  under  the  National 
Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the  Human¬ 
ities  Act  of  1965,  as  amended,  in¬ 
cluding  discussion  of  Infonnation  given 
in  confidence  to  the  agency  by  grant  ap¬ 
plicants.  In  accordance  with  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  Chairman  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  June  16,  1975, 
these  sessions,  which  involve  matters 
exempt  from  the  requirements  of  pub¬ 
lic  diKlosure  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Freedom  of  information  Act  (5  UB.C. 
552(b),  (4),  (5),  and  (6))  will  not  be 
open  to  the  public. 

Further  infonnation  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
Robert  M.  Sima,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer.  National  Endow¬ 
ment  for  the  Arts,  Washington,  D.C. 
20506,  or  caU  (202)  634-6377. 

k  Robert  M.  Sms, 

Administrative  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Na~ 

^  tional  Foundation  on  the 
Arts  and  the  Humanity. 

(TO  Doc.76-24735  PUed  8-33-76;8:46  *ml 

\  FEDERAL  GRAPHICS  EVALUATION 

'  ADVISORY  PANEL 

/  Meetii^ 

^  Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463).  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Federal  Onqihics  Eval¬ 
uation  Advisory  Panel  to  the  Federal 
Graphics  Improvement  Program  will  be 
bdd  on  September  15,  1976  from  9:30 
ajn.-4:00  pjn.  in  Room  1127  of  the  Co¬ 
lumbia  Plasa  Office  Building,  2401  E 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 


A  portion  of  this  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public  on  September  15  from  9:30 
ajn.-l:30  pjn.  and  from  2:30  pjn.-4:00 
pjn.  on  a  space  available  basis.  Accom¬ 
modations  are  limited.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  may  submit  written  statonrats  with 
the  committee.  During  the  open  session 
the  there  will  be  a  general  discussion  on 
the  graphics  material  of  the  Energy  Re¬ 
search  and  Development  Agency. 

The  remaining  sessions  of  this  meet¬ 
ing  on  S^tember  15  from  1:30  p.m.-2:30 
pjn.  are  for  the  purpose  of  Panel  re¬ 
view,  discussion,  evaluation,  and  recom¬ 
mendation  on  Federal  Graphics  imder 
the  National  Foimdation  on  the  Arts  and 
the  Humanities  Act  of  1965,  as  amended 
in  accordance  with  the  President’s  Di¬ 
rectives  of  May  16,  1972,  August  23, 1974, 
and  June  26,  1975,  on  Improvement  of 
Federal  Graidiics.  In  accordance  with 
the  determination  of  the  Chairman  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
June  16,  1975,  these  sessions,  which  in¬ 
volve  matters  exempt  from  the  require¬ 
ments  of  public  disclosure  under  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Act  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (5) ) ,  wiU  not  be  open 
to  the  public. 

Further  Information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
Robert  M.  Sims,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Endow¬ 
ment  for  the  Arts,  Washington,  D.C. 
20506,  or  caU  (202)  634-6377. 

Robert  M.  Sms, 
Administrative  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Na¬ 
tional  Foundation  on  the 
Arts  and  the  Humanities. 

iFR  Doc.76-24736  FUed  8-33-76;8:45  am) 


PUBLIC  PROGRAMS  PANEL  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

August  6. 1976. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463)  notice  Is  hereby  given  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Public  Programs  Panel 
will  meet  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Sep¬ 
tember  20  and  21,  1976,  commencing  at 
9:30  ajn.,  in  Room  1130  at  806  15th 
Street,  N.W. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  Humanities  Media  Grant  proposals 
that  have  been  submitted  to  the  Endow¬ 
ment  for  possible  grant  funding. 

Because  the  proposed  meeting  will 
consider  financial  Information  and  per- 
s(Hinel  and  similar  files  the  disclosure  of 
which  would  constitute  a  clearly  unwar¬ 
ranted  Invasion  personal  privacy,  pur¬ 
suant  to  authority  granted  me  by  the 
Chairman’s  Declaration  of  Authority  to 
Close  Advisory  Committee  Meetings, 
dated  August  13. 1973, 1  have  determined 
that  the  meeting  would  fall  within  ex¬ 
emptions  (4)  and  (6)  6  UB.C.  552(b) 

and  that  it  is  essential  to  close  the  meet¬ 
ing  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of  in¬ 
ternal  views  and  to  avoid  interference 
with  operation  of  the  Committee. 


It  Is  suggested  that  those  desiring 
more  specific  information  contact  the 
AdvlsmT  Committee  Mwagement  Offi¬ 
cer,  Mr.  J(dm  W.  Jordan,  806  15th  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20506,  or  call 
Area  Code  202-382-2031. 

John  W.  Jordan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

{FR  Doc.76-24741  Filed  8-23-76:8:46  am] 


VISUAL  ARTS  ADVISORY  PANEL 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463) ,  notice  Is  hereby  given  that  a 
closed  meeting  of  the  Visual  Arts  Ad¬ 
visory  Panel  to  the  National  Endowment 
for  the  Arts  will  be  held  on  September 
13-15,  September  20,  and  October  6, 1976 
from  9:30  ajn.-6:00  pjn.  in  Room  1115 
of  the  Columbia  Plaza  Office  Building, 
2401  E  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

These  meetings  are  for  the  purpose  of 
Panel  review,  discussion,  evaluation,  and 
recommendation  on  applications  for 
financial  assistance  under  the  National 
Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the  Humani¬ 
ties  Act  of  1965,  as  amended.  Including 
discussion  of  information  given  in  con¬ 
fidence  to  the  agency  by  grant  appli¬ 
cants.  In  accordance  with  the  determi¬ 
nation  of  the  Chairman  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  June  16,  1975,  this 
meeting,  which  involves  matters  exempt 
from  the  requirements  of  public  disclo¬ 
sure  under  the  provisions  of  the  Free- 
d(xn  of  Information  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552 
(b),  (4),  (5),  and  (6))  will  not  be  open 
to  the  public. 

Further  Information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
Robert  M.  Sims,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Endow¬ 
ment  for  the  Arts,  Washington,  D.C. 
20506,  or  call  (202)  634-6377. 

Robert  M.  Sms, 
Administrative  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Na¬ 
tional  Foundation  on  the  Arts 
and  the  Humanities. 

(FB  Doc.76-24737  Filed  8-23-76:8:46  am) 

OFHCE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

’Ihe  f(ffiowing  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  08/18/76  (44  USC  3509). 
’Hie  purpose  of  publishing  this  list  in  the 
Federal  Register  is  to  inform  the  public. 

Hie  list  Includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation:  the  agency  form  number(s) . 
if  applicable:  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  ixuposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  ot  re- 
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viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an 
Indication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  priKXMed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  Issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  thru  this 
release. 

Purthw  Information  about  the  Items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  clearance  office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  WashingUm,  D.C. 
20503,  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the 

reviewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Credit  Reference,  SBA 14S,  on  Occasion,  Cred¬ 
itors  of  SBA  Loan  Applicants,  Warren 
Topellns,  S95-eS72. 

Contractor's  Estimate,  SBA  lOlBB,  on  Occa¬ 
sion,  Contractors  ^timatlng  Damage  for 
SBA  Loan  Program,  Warren  Topellns,  395- 
5872. 

Personal  Financial  Statement,  SBA-413,  on 
Occasion,  Applicants  for  Disaster  Loans, 
Warren  TopeUus,  395-6678. 

Disaster  Application:  Home,  E(BA-5C, 

739,  on  Occasion,  Applicants  for  Disaster 
Loans,  Warren  Topellns,  895-5872. 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Evalnatlon  o(  Treatment  of  Dmg-Dependent 
Patients,  Follow-Up  Farm.  10-147XB, 
Single-TliBB,  Patients  and  Former  Patients 
of  VA  Drug  D^ndence  Treatment  Prog 
Housing,  Veterans  and  Labor  Division, 
Reese,  B.  F.,  395-3632. 

DEPARTMENT  OT  STATE  (EXCL.  AID  AND  ACTION) 

Application  for  grant  of  an  Annuity  Pursuant 
to  Section  888 (C)  Pub.  L.  94-350,  Approved 
July  IS,  1976,  D8P-01,  on  Occasion,  Widows 
of  Deceased  Forest  Service  Oflloers,  Lowry, 
R.L.,  895-3778. 

nCPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE 

Statistical  Reporting  Service,  Grain  Market¬ 
ing  Survey  (Wisconsin),  Slngle-'nrae,  Corn 
and  Soybeans  Producers,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395- 
3772. 

department  or  health,  education,  and 

WELFARE 

National  Institute  of  Education,  Instruc¬ 
tional  Dimensions  Study  Forms,  NIB  161, 
Single-Time,  LEA  Administrators,  Princi¬ 
pals,  Teacbers,  Katby  Wallman,  395-6140. 

ISPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTSanOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Special  Recre¬ 
ation  Application  and  Permit  (Long  Form) , 
6260-6,  on  Occasion,  Applicants  for  Per¬ 
mits.  Warren  TopeUus,  396-6872. 

Revisions 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Survey  of  Scientific  and  Engineering  Expend¬ 
itures  at  Universities  and  OoUegos,  N8F 
411.  AnnuaUy,  Institutions  of  Higher  Edn- 
catioa  wttb  Science  Programs,  Katby  Wall- 
man.  895-6140. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

National  Center  tor  Education  Statistics,  In- 
stttntloDal  Surveys  of  Bilingual  Education 
TValnlng,  OB  8383-1,  Slngle-Ttme,  Insti¬ 
tutions  of  Higher  Education,  Katby  Wall- 
man,  395-6140. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training  Administration, 
Trade  Readjustment  Allowance  Activities 
and  Employability  Services  (Part  D  of  1974 


WAA  Handbook) ,  MA  5-63,  Monthly,  State 
Employment  Security  Agmcles  for  Peti¬ 
tions  Under  Trade  Act.  Laveme  V.  Collins. 
396-5867. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Packers,  and  Stockyards  Administration, 
Reparation  (^mplalnt  (Packers  and  Stock- 
yards  Act  Violations),  PSA-808,  on  Occa¬ 
sion,  Livestock  Producers,  Warren  TopeUus, 
395-6872. 

DE(>ARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Economic  Development  Administration,  De¬ 
pository  Bank  Acceptance  and  Confirma¬ 
tion  Statement,  ED-1004,  on  Occasion, 
Units  of  Local  Government,  Lowry,  R.  L., 
395-3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Departmental  and  Other  Youth  Attitude 
Tracking  Study,  Semi-Annually.  16-91- 
year  Old  Male  Civilians,  George  HaU.  Marla 
Gonzalez,  395-6140. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATIOM,  AND 
WELFARE 

Social  Security  Administration,  Hospital 
Questionnaire  for  Indiana  Prospective  Pay¬ 
ment  Study,  SSA-3174,  Single-Time,  Par¬ 
ticipating  Hospitals  In  Indiana,  Michigan. 
Iowa,  Illinois,  and  Minnesota,  George  Hall, 
Sunderhauf,  M.  B.,  395-6140. 

Health  Resources  Administration  Grant  Ap- 
pUcaUon,  RMP,  BHRD  0718.  on  Occasion, 
^eclallzed  Non-Profit  Agencies,  Lowry, 
R.  L.,  395-3772. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 

Budget  and  Management  Officer. 

I FR  Doc.76-34897  Filed  8-23-76:8:45  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

CONCORD  DISTRICT  ADVISORY  (XHJNCIL 
Public  Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Concord  District  Advisory  Council  will 
hold  a  public  meeting  at  10:00  aon.. 
Thursday.  September  9, 1976,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Building.  55  Pleasant  Street,  Room 
304,  Concord.  New  Hampshire,  to  discuss 
such  matters  as  may  be  presoited  by 
members,  staff  of  the  Small  Business 
Administration,  or  others  present.  For 
further  Information,  write  or  cidl  Bert 
F.  Teague.  District  Director,  U.S.  Snudl 
Business  Administration,  55  Pleasant 
Street,  Concord,  New  Hampdilre  03301, 
603/834-4724. 

Dated:  August  18, 1976. 

Henry  v.  Z.  Hti«,  Jr., 
Devuty  Advocate  for 
Advisory  Councils. 
(FR  Doc.76-24689  FUed  8-23-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training  AdminiatFation 

COMP^ENSiVE  EMPLOYMENT  AND 
TRAINING  ACT  (CETA)  OF  1973 

Dasignation  of  Fiscal  Year  1977  Prime 
Sponsors 

The  Comprehensive  Employment  and 
Training  Act  (C^ETA)  authiMizes  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  to  grant  fimds  to  State 
and  local  governments,  and  to  othw 


specified  paittos,  to  act  as  prtane  spon¬ 
sors  ot  progrmmt  to  provide  training  and 
emplormeiii  aendees  to  persona  In  need 
of  such  aasistance.  Notice  Is  hereby  gtnen 
for  the  designation  of  445  CETA  prime 
sponsors  for  Fiscal  Year  1977. 

The  entire  Ust  of  prime  sponson  is 
published  here  to  Inform  an  Interested 
parties. 

Note. — ^Whetever  Indicated  In  ttils  mate- 
rlaL  the  *  wlH  mean:  An  Independently  aU- 
glble  appUoant  which  has  eleetod  to  alther 
Join  a  oonsorthun  or  be  served  by  another 
prime  qmneor. 


Fiscal  Yeab  1977  Title  I  Prime  Sponso 

Designation 

bt  Region 

SEGION  l 

Connecticut 

Bridgeport 

Somers 

consortium: 

Stafford 

Bridgeport* 

Tolland 

Easton 

Vernon 

Fairfield 

Andover 

MUford 

East  Windsor 

Monroe 

Marlborough 

Stratford 

New  Haven 

Trumbull 

consortium: 

Hartford 

New  Haven* 

consortium: 

West  Haven 

Hartford* 

Bethany 

Avon 

Branford 

Bloomfield 

East  Haven 

Canton 

QuUford 

East  Granby 

Hamden 

East  Hartford 

Madison 

Enfield 

North  Branford. 

Farmington 

North  Haven 

Glastonbury 

Orange 

Granby 

Woodbrldge 

Manchester 

Wallingford 

Rock  HUl 

Stamford  consor¬ 

Simsbury 

tium: 

South  WlndsOT* 

Stamford* 

Suffield 

Greenwich 

West  Hartford 

Darien 

Wethersfield 

Wateihury 

Windsor  Locks 

Balance  of  Connect¬ 

Bolton 

icut 

Ellington 

Maine 

Cumberland  Ooimty 

Penotaecot 

consortium: 

County* 

Cumberland 

Hancodi  County 

County* 

Kennebec  OouMty 

Oxford  County 

Balance  erf  Maine 

Penobscot  Oooxity 

York  County* 

consortium: 

MassachusetU 

Boston  City 

MonsonClty 

New  Bedford 

Palmer  City 

consortliun: 

South  wick  dty 

New  Bedfmtl* 

West  Springfield 

AcushnetCl^ 

WUbraham 

Dartmouth 

Branford 

Falrhaven 

Biimfleld 

Marlon 

Chester 

Mattaperiaett 

Granville 

Rochester 

Montgomery 

Warebam. 

RusaeU 

Springfield  consor¬ 

Tidland 

tium: 

Wales 

^rlngfleld* 

Worcester 

Chloopaedty 

conaoettunu! 

Holy<dce 

Worcester* 

Westfield 

Auburn  Ct^ 

Agawam 

Boylston 

East  Longmeadow 

Grafton 

Hampden 

Hidden 

HoUandCltr 

Leicester  \ 

Longmeadow 

MUbury  ^ 

Ludlow 

Northborough  ) 

FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  165— TUESDAY,  AUGUST  84,  1976 


35772 


NOTICES 


Ma8sachtuett$— Continued 


Puerto- Jtieo 


Paxton 
Rutland 
amwsbury 
Spenco' 
Westborough 
West  Boylston 
Cambrtdg* 

conwMtltun: 
Cambridge* 
Watertown  City 
Somerville  City 
Arlington  City 
Belmont  City 
Brockton 

oonflCMtlum: 

Brockton* 

Ablngton 

Avon 


Bridgewater 

East  Bridgewater 

West  Brldgewnter 

Easton 

Hanson 

Stoughton 

Whitman 

Lowell  consortium; 
Lowell* 

Billerica  City ' 

Chelmsford 

Dracut 

Dunstable 

Tewksbury 

Tyngsborough 

Westford  City 

Balance  of  Massa* 
chusetts  , 


Ponce  Mundplo 
Bayamon  Munldplo 
Carolina  Munldplo 
San  Juan 

consortium: 
Catano  Munldplo 
Ouaynabo 
Munldplo 


WUmingUm 
State  of  Delaware 
Intergovern¬ 
mental  Man¬ 
power  con- 


Scm  Juan  ( 

Munldplo*  I 

Balance  of  Puerto  | 

Rico 

Mayagues  ! 

Munldplo 
Caguas  Munldplo 


sortlum: 
New  Castle 
Cotmty* 
Balance  of 
Delaware* 


Virgin  lelanda 

BXGIOH  m 

Delaware 


New  Hampshire 


Maryland 


Rocklngham/Straf-  Stafford  County 

ford  consortium:  Hillsboro  County 
Rockingham  Balance  of  New 

County*  Hampshire 

Rhode  Island 

ProvidShoe  Island 

Balance  of  Rhode 

Vermont 

Balance  of  Vermont  County* 

Chittenden 

BXGioN  n 
New  Jersey 

Atlantic  County  Passaic  County 


Hudson  Coimty  con- 
sntlum: 

Hudson  County* 
Jersey  City* 
Mmunouth  Coimty 
Essex  County 
Newark  City 
Morris  County 
Union  Coimty 
Ellxabeth  City 
Middlesex  County 
Bergen  County 

New 

Albany  consortium: 
Albany  County* 
Albany  City* 
Rensselaer  County 
Saratoga  County 
Schenectady  County 
Erie  consortium; 

Erie  County* 
Cheektowaga* 
Tonawanda* 
Buffalo  City 
Niagara  County 
Broome  County 
Chemung  County 
New  York  City 
Rockland  County 
Westchester  con¬ 
sortium: 

,  Westchester 
t  County* 

Putnam  Coimty 
Tonkers  City 
Nassau  oonsmtlum: 
Town  of  Hemp¬ 
stead* 

North  Hemp¬ 
stead  * 

Oyster  Bay* 
Suffolk  consortium: 
Town  of  Babylon* 


Paterson  City 
Mercer  Coimty 
Trenton  City 
Cumberland  Coimty 
Burlington  County 
Camden  Coimty  ^ 
Gloucester  County 
Ocean  County 
Stunerset  County 
Balance  of  New 
Jersey 

Camden  City 
York  ~  I 

i 

Town  of  Brook-  \ 
haven*  j 

Town  of  Hunting- 
ton* 

Town  of  Isllp* 

Town  of  Smith-  | 
town*  ! 

Balance  of  Suffolk  \ 
County  j 

Dutchess-Coimty  | 

Monroe/Rochester 

consortium:  j 

Monroe  County* 
Rochester  Ctty*  i 

Oesrego  County  | 

Onondaga  County  i 

Syracuse  City  j 

Oneida  County  | 

Chautauqua  con-  I 

sortlum: 

Allegany  County 
Chautauqua  | 

County* 
Cattaraugus 
County 

Orange  County 
St.  Lawrence  County 
Ulster  Coimty 
Balance  of  New  York 
Steuben  County 


Baltimore 

consOTtium: 
Baltimore  City* 
Baltimore 
County* 

Anne  Arundel 
County* 
Hartford* 
Carroll  County 
Howard  County 
Montgomery 
County 


Prince  George’s 
County 

Western  Maryland  j 
consortium: 
Washington  j 

County* 

Allegheny  County  I 
Garrett  Copnty 
Frederick  Coimty 
Balance  of  | 

Maryland 


Pennsylvania 


Lehigh  Valley 
consent  lum: 
Lehigh  County* 
Northampton 
County* 
Allentown* 
Southern  Allegheny 
consortium: 
Cambridge 
County* 

Blair  County* 
Somerset  County 
Bedford  County 
Fulton  County 
Huntingdon 
Countv 
Erie  County 
Erie  City 

Susquehanna  c<m- 
sortlum: 
Cumberltmd 
County* 

Dauphin  County* 
Perry  County 
Bucks  County 
Chester  County 
Delaware  County 
Montgomery  Coimty 
PhUadelphla  City 
Alleghany  Coim^ 
Pittsburgh  City 
Beaver  County 
Washington  County 
I  Westmoreland 
I  County 
!  Berks  County 
Luseme  County 


York  County 
Lycoming 

consortium: 

Lycoming 

County*  i 

Clinton  County 
Tri-County 

consortium : 
Butler* 

Armstrong 
Indiana  County 
Fayette  County 
FrankUn  County  j 

Lawrence  County 
Mercer  County 
consortium: 
Mercer  County* 
Crawford  Coimty  ! 
Warren  County 
Forrest  Coimty 
Clarion  County 
Venango  Coimty 
Sohuyklll 

consortium: 
Sohuyklll  County* 
Carbon  Coimty 
Scranton  City 
Centre  County 
Northumberland 
Coimty 
Lancaster 

consortium: 
Lancaster  County* 
Lebanon  County 
Lackawanna  County 
Balance  of 
Pennsylvania 


Virginia 


;  Penninsula 
I  consortium: 

I  Neirport  News* 
!  Hampton  City* 

t  Williamsburg 
I  James  City/ 

I  County 


York  County 
Town  of  Poquoson 
STAMA  consortium: 
Norfolk* 
Portsmouth* 
^nrglnla  Beach* 
Chesapeake* 


Virginia — Continued 


Suffolk 
Franklin  City 
Isle  of  Wight 
Coimty 

Southhampton 

County 

RAMPS  consortium: 
Richmond* 

Charles  Coimty 
Goochland  County 
New  Kent  County 
Powhatan  County 
Henrico  County 
consortium: 
Henrico  County* 
Chesterfield 
County 


Hanover  County 
Roanoke 

consortium: 

RoancAe 

Salem'' 

Covington 
Clifton  Forge 
Alleghany  County 
Botetourt  County 
Craig  County 
Roanoke  County 
Arlington  County 
Fairfax  County 
Prince  William 
County 
Alexandria 
Balance  of  Virginia 


West  Virginia 


Statewide  Cabell  Coimty* 

consortium:  Balance  of  State 

Kanawha  County*  West  Virginia* 

District  of  Columbia 


BXGION  IV 


Alabama 


Birmingham  oon- 
SOTtlum: 
Birmingham* 
Jefferson  County* 
Huntsville  consor¬ 
tium: 

Huntsville* 
Madison  County 
Mobile  consortium: 


Escambia  County 
Montgomery  consesr- 
stlum: 

Montginnery  City* 
Autauga  County 
Elmore  County 
Montgomery 
County 

Tuscaloosa  County 
Balance  of  Alabama 
Calhoun  County* 
Balance  of  State 


MobUe  City* 

Mobile  Coimty* 
Baldwin  County 

Florida 


Volusia  County 
Lee  County 
Alachua  County 
Brevard  County 
Orange  County/ 

Orlando  consor¬ 
tium: 

Orange  County* 
Orlando  City* 
Escambia  County 
Sarasota  County 
Pasco  County 
Palm  Beach  County 
Heartland  Manpower 
i  consortium: 

Polk  County* 
Highlands  County 
DeSota  County 
Hardee  County 
Okeechobee  Count 
Mlaml/Dade  oonsOT- 
tlum: 

Dade  County* 
j  Miami  City* 

1  Hialeah* 

I  Monroe  County 
■  NE.  Florida  Man¬ 


power  consor¬ 
tium: 

Jacksonvllle/Du- 
—  vail  Coimty* 
Nassau  County 
Baker  County 
Broward  consor¬ 
tium: 

Broward  County* 
Fort  Lauderdale* 
Hollywood* 
Leon/Oadsen  con¬ 
sortium: 

Leon  County* 
Gadsen  County 
St.  Petersburg 
consortium: 

St.  Petersburg*  > 
PlneUas  County* 
Tampa  consortium: 
Tampa* 
HUlsborougfh 
County* 

Balance  of  Rorida 
Manatee  County 
Seminole  County 


Georgia 


■  Atlanta  City 
J  Fulton  County 
DeKalb  County 
;  Cobb  County 
I  CSRA  consortium: 

I  Richmond 
County* 

j  Burke  County 
I  Columbia  County 
j  Emanuel  County 


Glascock  County 
Jenkins  County 
Lincoln  County 
Jefferson  County 
Screven  County 
Taliaferro  County 
Warren  Coimty 
Wilkes  County 
McDuffie  County 
Savannah/Cffiatham 
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Georgia — Continued 


lUlnoU — Continued 


Ohio — Continued 


c<MWortlum: 
Savannah* 
Chatham  County 
Mid  Georgia 
coneortlum: 
Macon  County* 
Jones  County 
Crawford  County 
Twiggs  County 
Monroe  County 
Peach  County 


Houston  County 
Bibb  County 
Columbus  Area 
consortium; 
Oolumbus/Mus- 
cogee  Cotmty* 
Chattahoochee 
County 

Clayton  County 
Balance  of  Georgia 
Gwinnett  County 


Kentucky 


Kenton  County 
hoiilSTllle/ Jefferson 
consortliun: 
Louisville* 
Jefferson  County* 
Blue  Grass  Man¬ 
power  consor¬ 
tium; 
Lexington/ 
Payette'' 


Jackson  consortium; 
Jackson  County* 
Rankin  County 
Hines  County 


Buncombe  County 
Cumberland  County 
Gaston  County 
Onslow  County 
Charlotte  City 
Davidson  County 
Wake  County 
Winston  Salem 
consortium; 
Winston  Salem* 
Forsyth  County 
Raleigh  consortium; 
Raleigh  City* 
Johnson  County 


Franklin  County 
Madison  County 
Clark  County 
Bourbon  County 
Scott  County 
Woodford  County 
Balance  of  Kentucky 
Eastern  Kentucky 
Rural  CEP 


Balance  of 

Mississippi 
Jackson  County* 
Harrison  County* 


Lee  County 
Chatham  County 
Greensboro 

cons.rtlum; 

Greensboro* 

Guilford* 

Durham  consortium; 
Durham  City* 
Orange  County 
Durham  County 
Alamance  County 
Balance  of  North 
Carolina 


Mississippi 


North  Carolina 


South  Carolina 


South  Carolina 
consortium; 
Charleston 
County* 

Richland  County* 
Columbia  County 
Greenville 
County* 


Spartanburg 

County* 

Anderson  County* 
Lexington  County' 
Balance  of  South 
Carolina 


Tennessee 


Chattanooga  City 
Hamilton  County 
Nashvllle/Davldson 
County 

Sullivan  County 
Knoxville 

consortium; 
Knox  County 


Knoxville  City* 
Memphis 

consortium; 
Memphis  City* 
Shelby  County 
Balance  of  Tennessee 


REGION  V 


Illinois 


City  of  Chicago 
Cook  County 
DuPage  County  x 
Kane  County  con¬ 
sortium; 

ECane  County* 
Dekalb  County 
Lake  Coimty 
Macon  County 
McHenry  Coimty 
Rock  Island  County 
Tazewell  County 
LaSalle  County 
Rockford  consorti¬ 
um; 

City  of  Rockford* 
WlnnelMtgo 
County* 


Boone  County 
Champaign  consor¬ 
tium; 

Chan^algn 

County* 

Ford  County 
Platt  County 
Iroquois  County 
Wlll-Grundy  consor¬ 
tium; 

Will  County* 
Grundy  County 
Sangamon-CasB  con¬ 
sortium: 

Sangamon  County 
Cass  County 
Madison  County 
consortium: 


Bond  County 
Madison  County* 

St.  Clair  County 
ccmsortlum; 

St.  Clair  County* 

Washington 
County 
Perry  County 
Peoria  consortium: 

City  of  Peoria* 

Peoria  County 
City  of  East  St. 

Louis 

Indiana 

Whitley  County 
Adams  County 
Southwestern  Indi¬ 
ana  manpower 
consortium: 

City  of  Evansville* 
Vanderburgh  Coun 
Posey  County 
Warrick  County 
Gibson  County 
Pike  County 
Dubois  County 
Spencer  County 
Perry  County 
Delaware-Blackford 
consortium: 
Delaware  County* 
Blackford  County 
Balance  of  Indiana 


City  of  Gary 
City  of  Hammond 
Lake  County 
Elkhart  County 
City  of  South  Bend 
St.  Joseph  County 
Tippecanoe  County 
Madison  County 
Vigo  County 
City  of  Indianapolis 
LaPorte  County 
Ft.  Wayne  Area  con¬ 
sortium: 

City  of  PMTt 
Wayne* 

Allen  County 
DeKalb  County 
Noble  County 
LaGrange  County 


Shawnee  consortium 
for  southern¬ 
most  minols: 
Union  County 
Johnson  County 
Alexander  County 
■  Pulaski  County 
Massac  County 
McLean  County 
Balance  of  Illinois 

! 


Michigan 


Wayne  County 
Detroit  City 
Dearborn  City 
Livonia  City 
Monroe  County 
Bay  County 
Sa^naw  County 
Oakland  County 
St.  Clair  County 
Calhoun  County 
Kalamazoo  County 
Berrien  County 
Ottawa  County 
Grand  Rapids  Area 
Manpower  Plan¬ 
ning  Council: 
Kent  County*  , 
Grand  Rapids* 
Allegan  County 
Ionia  County 
Montcalm  County 
Muskegon/Ooeana 
consortium: 
Muskegon  County* 
Oceana  County 
Genessee,  Flint,  Shl- 
awasee-Lapeer 


manpower  con¬ 
sortium: 

Genessee  County* 
City  of  Flint* 
Shlawasee  County 
Lapeer  County 
Lansing  Trl-County 
regional  man¬ 
power  consor¬ 
tium: 

Ingham  County* 
City  of  Lansing* 
Clinton  County 
Eaton  County 
City  of  East  Lan¬ 
sing* 

City  of  Ann  Arbor 
Washtenaw  County 
Region  n  manpower 
consortium: 
Jackson  County* 
Lenawee  County 
Hillsdale  County 
Macomb  County 
Warren  City 
Balance  of  Michigan 


Minnesota 


Duluth 

Dakota  County 
City  of  Minneapolis 
Hennepin  County 
Anoka,  Carver,  Scott, 
Washington 
consortium: 
Anoka  County* 
Scott  County 
Carver  County 
Washington  Coun<- 

ty 

City  of  St.  Paul 
Ramsey  County 


Region  III  consor¬ 
tium: 

St.  Louis  County* 
Lake  County 
Cook  County 
Koochiching 
County 
Itasca  County 
Carlton  County 
Aitkin  County 
Rural  Minnesota' 
CEP 

Balance  of  MOnne- 
sota 

Stems  County* 


Ohio 


Cincinnati  City 
Butler  County 
Clark  County 
Hamilton  County 


Licking/Delaware/ 
Perry  consor¬ 
tium 

Licking  County* 


Delaware  County 
Perry  County  ' 
Lorain  County 
Akron,  Summit,  Me¬ 
dina  consortium 
Akron  City* 

Summit  City* 
Medina  County 
Portage  County 
Canton,  Stark, 

Wayne 

consortium: 

Canton* 

Stark  County* 
Wayne  County 
Cleveland  area  west¬ 
ern  reserve  man-  , 
power  consor¬ 
tium 

City  of  Cleveland* 
City  of  Parma* 
Cuyahoga 
County* 

Geauga  County 
Columbus/Franklin 
consortium; 
Columbus  City* 
Franklin  County* 
Miami  Valley  man¬ 
power  eonsor-' 
tium; 

City  of  Dayton* 
Montgomery 
County* 


Preble  County 
Greene  County 
Toledo  area  man¬ 
power  consor¬ 
tium: 

Toledo  City* 

Lucas  County* 
Wood  County* 
Northeast  Ohio 

manpower  con¬ 
sortium: 

Youngstown  City* 
MsUionlng 
-  County* 
Trumbull  County* 
Columbiana* 
Lake/Astabula  con¬ 
sortium: 

Lake  County* 
Astabula  County* 
Southwest  C^io 

manpower  con¬ 
sortium: 

Adams  County 
Brown  County 
Highland  County 
Warren  County 
Clermont  County* 
Allen  County 
Balance  of  Ohio 
Rlchland-Morrow 
consortium: 
Richland  County* 
Morrow  County 


Wiiconsin 


Outagamie  County 
Rock  County 
Milwaukee  County 
(not  a  consor¬ 
tium)  : 

Milwaukee  City* 
Milwaukee 
County* 

Madison/Dane  con¬ 
sortium; 
Madison  City* 
Dape  County* 
WOW  consortium : 
Waukesha 
County* 
Ozaukee  County 
Washington 
County 


Wlnne-Fond  consor¬ 
tium: 
Winnebago 
County* 

Fond  du  lac 
CJbunty 

Trl-County  CETA 
consortium: 
Kenosha  County* 
Racine  County* 
Walworth  County 
Balance  of  DHscon- 
sln 

Brown  County* 
Sheboygan 
County* 

Marathon  County 
Northwest  Wlsron- 
sln  CEP 


REGION  VI 
Arkansas 


Central  Arkansas 
consortium ; 

(  Pulaski  County* 
Little  Rock* 
Saline  County 
Lonoke  County 
Faulkner  County 


Texarkana 

consortium: 
Miller  County 
Little  River 
County  (also 
Bowie  County, 
Texas) 

Balance  of  Arkansas 


Louisiana 


Rapides  Parish 
Baton  Rouge 
Lajrfayette  Parish 
Calcasieu/ Jefferson 
Davis 

consOTtlum: 
Calcasieu  Parish* 


Jefferson  Davis 
Parish 

Cameron  Parish  > 
Quachlta  Parish  i 

New  Orleans  . 

Jefferson  Parish  ) 
Shreveport  City 
Balance  of  Louisiana 


New  Mexico 

Albuquerque  Bernalillo  County  i 

consortium:  Balance  of  New 

Albuquerque  City*  Mexico 


Oklahoma 


Comanche  County  Oklahoma  City 
Oklahoma  County  consortium; 
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Oklahoma — Conttoued 


OUaboma  City* 
Logan  County 
Canadian  COunty 
Cleveland  County 
Tulsa  consortium: 


Tulsa  City* 

Tulsa  County 
Osage  County 
Creek  County 
Balance  of  Oklahoma 


Texas 


Dallas  City 
Dallas  County  oonsoi 
tium: 

Dallas  County* 
Irving* 

Garland* 

£3  Paso  consortium: 
El  Paso  Cl^* 

El  Paso  County 
Fort  Worth  oonsor* 
tlum: 

Fort  Worth  City* 
Arlington  City* 
Bedford  City 
Hurst  City 
White  Settlement 
Haltom  City 
Tarrant  County 
Oalveston  County 
Houston 
Harris  County 
Central  Texas  man* 
power: 

Bell  County* 
Coryell  County 
Hamilton  County 
Lampasas  County 
Milam  County 
Mills  Coxmty 
San  Saba  Coimty 
Hidalgo  County  con* 
sortliun: 

Hidalgo  County* 
Wallacy  County 
Alamo  oonsortltun: 
San  Antonio  City* 
Bexar  Coimty* 
Atascosa  County 
Bandera  County 
OlUeeple  County 
Kerr  County 
Kendall  County  ' 
Comal  County 
Guadalupe 
Coimty 

Medina  County 
Frio  County 
IK^lson  County 
Karnes  County 
Region  XI  consor* 
tium: 

McClennon 

County* 

Bosque  County 
Falls  County 
Freestone  County 
Bill  County 
Limestone  County 
Texas  Panhandle 
manpower  con¬ 
sortium: 


Amarillo  Cl^* 
Potter  County 
Randall  County' 
OoUlngworth 
County 

Wheeler  County 
Hemphill  County 
Lipscomb  County 
Carson  County 
Armstrong  County 
Swisher  County 
Hartley  County 
Oldham  County 
Deaf  Smith 
County 

Parmer  County 
Brisco  County 
Hall  County 
Roberts  County 
Gray  County 
Donley  County 
Capital  area  man¬ 
power  consor¬ 
tium: 

Austin* 

Travis  County 
Bastrop  County 
Burnet  County 
Payette  County 
Hays  County 
Lee  County 
Caldwell  County 
Williamson 
County 

8.E.  Texas  compre¬ 
hensive  man¬ 
power  consor¬ 
tium: 

Beaumont  City* 
Jefferson  County* 
Hardin  County 
Orange  County 
Cameron  County 
Coastal  Bend  man¬ 
power  consor¬ 
tium: 

Corpus  Chrtetl* 
Nueces  County 
Bee  County 
Brooks  County 
Duval  County 
Jim  Wells  County 
Kleburg  County 
Live  Oak  County 
McMullen  County 
Refugio  County 
Sanpatrlclo 
County 

Kennedy  County 
Arkansas  County 


North  Texas  State 
sorUufls: 

Wldilta  County  * 
Archer  County 
Baylor  County 
Childress  County 
Jack  County 
Clay  County 
Cottle  County 

Texarkana  consmrtium: 


planning  regional  eon- 

Foard  County 
Hardeman  County 
Montague  County 
Wilbai^^  County 
Toimg  County 
Webb  County 


Bowie  County  (also  Miller  and  Little  River 
Counties,  Ark.) 


Oulf  Coast  area 
manpower: 
Brazoria  County* 
Austin  County 
Chambers  County 
Colorado  County 
8t.  Bend  County 
Liberty  County 
Matagorda 


County 

Montgomery 

County 

Walker  County 
Waller  County 
Wharton  County 
Pasadena  City 
Balance  of  Texas 
Smith  County* 


asGioN  vn 


Iowa 


Central  Iowa 

Regional  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  Local 
Governments: 
Des  Moines  City* 
Balanee  of  Polk 
County 

Warren  County 
Boone  County 
Story  County 
Madison  County 
Marlon  County 
Jasper  County 


Dallas  County 
Linn  County 
manpower 
conscutlum: 

Cedar  Rapids 
City* 

Balance  of  Linn 
County 

Blackhawk  County 
Scott  County 
Woodbury  County 
Balance  of  State 

Iowa 


Kansas 


Kansas  City 
ocmsortlum: 
Kansas  City* 
Balance  of  Wyan¬ 
dotte  County 
J<dinson/Leaven- 
worth  con¬ 
sortium: 


Johnson  County* 
Leavenwm^ 
County 

Topeka  consortium: 
Topeka  City* 
Shawnee  County 
Wichita  City 
Balance  of  Kansas 


Missouri 


St.  Louis  County 
Springfield 
St.  Louis  City 
Jackson  County 
Jefferson/Franklin 
consortium: 
Jefferson  County 
Franklin  County 
Kansas  City 

consortium : 


Kansas  City* 
Cass  County 
Platte  County 
Ray  County 
Clay  County 
Independence 
et.  Charles  County 
Balance  of  State 
Missouri 


Nebraska 


Lincoln  Douglas  County 

(hnaha  consortium :  Sarpy  County 

Omaha*  Balance  of  Nebraska 

BBGION  vni 


Colorado 


West  Central  Texas  consortium: 


Taylor  County  * 
Brown  County 
Callahan  County 
Coleman  County 
Comanche  County 
Eastland  County 
Fisher  County 
Haskell  County 
Jones  County 
Kent  County 
Knox  County 


Mitchell  County 
Nolan  County 
Runnels  County 
Scurry  County 
Shackelford 
County 

Stephens  County 
Stonewall  Coun^ 
Throckmorton 
County 
LublxxA  City 


Arapahoe  County 
Aurora  (Part)  * 
Jefferson  County 
(not  a  consor¬ 
tium)  : 

Jefferson  County* 
Lakewood  City* 
Colorado  Springs 
consortium: 
Colorado  S^prlngs* 


Balance  of  Montana 


El  Paso  County* 
Denver  City/County 
Adams  County 
Aurora  (Part)* 
Boulder  County 
Pueblo  County  (not 
a  consortium) : 
Larimer  County 
Weld  County 
Balanee  of  Colorado 


Montana 

Butte  Rural  CKP 


north  Dakota 
Balance  of  Berth  Dakota 

South  Dakota 
Balance  of  South  Dakota 

Wyoming 

Balanee  ot  Wyoming 

Utah 


Statewide  ooneort- 

tum: 

Salt  Lake  City* 
Salt  Lake  County* 


Utah  County 
Weber  County 
Davis  County* 
Balance  of  State 


■BGION  XX 


Ariaona 


Phoenix  City 
Maricopa  Coun^ 
Mesa  City 
Tuoeon/Plma  ooa> 
eortliua; 


Tucson  City* 
Balance  of  Pima 
County 

Balance  of  Arizona 


Cati/omta 


Sunnyvale 
Humboldt  County 
Berkeley 
Glendale 
Lcmg  Beach 
Los  Angeles 
Oakland 
Pasadena 
San  Francisco 
Torrance 
Butte  County 
Contra  Cost  County 
Kem  County 
Los  Angeles  County 
Marin  County 
Merced  County 
Monterey  County 
San  Luis  C>btq>o 
County 

San  Mateo  County 
Santa  Baitiara 
County 

Santa  Cruz  County 
Solano  County 
Sonoma  County 
Stanislaus  County 
Ventura  County 
San  Diego  RETC: 
San  Diego  City* 
San  Diego 
County* 

Orange  County 
manpower: 
Orange  County* 
Huntington 
Beach* 
Anaheim* 

Garden  Qrore* 


Santa  Ana* 

Inland  Manpower 
Association: 
Riverside  City* 
Riverside  County  * 
San  Bernardino 
City* 

San  Bernardino 
County* 

Fresno  City/County : 
Fresno* 

Fresno  County* 
Tulare/Kings  Coun¬ 
ty  consortium: 
Tulare* 

Kings  County 
Sacramento/Yolo : 
Sacramento* 
Sacramento 
County* 

Yolo  County 
Stockton/San  Joa¬ 
quin  manpower 
committee: 
Stockton* 

San  Joaquin 
County* 

Santa  Clara  Valley ; 
San  Jose* 

Santa  Clara 
County* 

County  of  Alameda : 
Fremont* 

Alameda  County  * 
Richmond 
Imperial  County 
Balance  of  California 


Haunii 


Honolulu  City/  Balance  of  Hawaii 

County 

Nevada 


Las  Vegas  consor-  Washoe  County 

tium:  Balance  ot  Nevada 

Las  Vegas  City* 

Clark  County* 

American  Samoa 


Guam 

Trust  Territories 


BSGION  X 


Alaska 

Anchm'age  Betengh  BalanrM  of  Alaska 
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Idaho 


Statewide  consortl-  Ada  County* 
um:  Balance  of  Idaho 

Oregon 


Portland  City 
Clackamas  County 
Multnomah/Wash* 
Ington  constorl- 
um: 

Washington  Coun> 

ty* 

Balance  ot  Mult¬ 
nomah  County* 
Lane  County 


M-Wllm.  Valley  Man¬ 
power  consorti¬ 
um: 

Marion  County* 
TamhlU  County 
Polk  County 
Balance  of  Oregon 
Jackson  County  con¬ 
sortium: 

Josephine  County 
Jackson  County* 


Washington 


King/Snohomlsh  • 
consortium: 
BeaUle* 

Snohomish  Coun¬ 
ty* 

Balance  of  King 
County* 
Tacoma  City 
Pierce  City 


Spokane  consortium: 
Spokane  City* 
Balance  of  Spo¬ 
kane  County* 
Clark  County 
Kltsi4>  County 
Yakima  County 
Balance  of  Washing¬ 
ton 


PiZRCE  A.  Quinlan, 
Administrator,  Office  of  Compre¬ 
hensive  Employment  Develop¬ 


ment. 


(FB  DOC.7S-24544  Piled  S-23-76;8;45  am] 


Members  of  the  public  are  invited  to 
attend  the  proceedbigs.  Any  member  of 
the  public  who  wishes  to  file  written  data, 
views  or  arguments  pertaining  to  the 
agenda  may  do  so  by  furnishing  It  to 
the  Executive  Secretary  at  any  time  prior 
to  the  meeting.  Thirty  duplicate  copies 
are  needed  for  the  members  and  for  in¬ 
clusion  In  the  minutes  of  the  meeting. 

Any  member  of  the  public  who  wishes 
to  speak  at  this  meeting  should  so  Indi¬ 
cate  in  a  written  statement,  also  the 
nature  of  Intended  presentation  and 
amount  of  time  needed.  Ihe  Chairman 
will  announce  at  the  beginning  of  the 
meeting  the  extent  to  which  time  wUl 
permit  the  granting  of  such  requests. 

Communications  to  the  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary  should  be  addressed  as  follows: 

Mrs.  M.  M.  Wlntws,  Bureau  of  Apprenticeship 
and  Training,  ETA,  U.S.  Dept,  of  Labor,  601 
D  Street.  N.W.  (Rm.  6434),  Washington, 
D.C.  20213. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  18th 
day  of  August  1976. 

William  H.  ItoLBXRG, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Employ¬ 
ment  and  Training  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

(PR  Doc.76-24783  Piled  8-23-76:8:46  am) 


Employment  and  Training  Administration 

FEDERAL  COMMITTEE  ON 
APPRENTICESHIP 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  1)  of  October  6, 
1972,  notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Committee  on  Apprenticeship  will 
conduct  an  open  meeting  on  Wednesday, 
September  8.  from  9:00  a.m.-4;30  p.m.; 
Thursday.  September  9.  1976,  from  9:00 
ajn.-12:00  noon  in  Room  S-5215  (A-B- 
C) .  New  Department  of  Labor  Building, 
200  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  on  Sep- 
tMnber  8  will  include: 

1.  “THE  SKY’S  THE  LIMIT  ”— (Em¬ 
ployment  and  Training  Administration’s 
BAT  Film  on  Women  Apprentices) . 

2.  Presentation  on:  ‘"Ihe  Apprentice¬ 
ship  Outreach  Program:  A  Summary 
Review’’. 

,  3.  Report  of  NASTAD  (National  Asso¬ 

ciation  of  State  and  Territorial  Appren¬ 
ticeship  Directors)  Annual  Meeting  held 
May  1976,  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin. 

4.  Report  of  FCA  Subcommittee  on 
Federal-State  Relations. 

5.  Changing  Age  and  Educational  Re- 
I  strlctions  on  Entry  to  Apprenticeship; 

Increasing  Women’s  Participation  in 
Apprenticeship. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  on  Sep¬ 
tember  9  will  include: 

1.  Presentation  on:  “Awarding  Post- 
Secondary  Educational  Credit  for  Ap¬ 
prenticeship  Training”. 

2.  Report  of  FCA  Subcommittee  on 
Goals  of  the  Federal  Committee  on 
Apprenticeship. 

3.  Report  of  FCA  Subcommittee  on 
Equal  Apprenticeship  Opportunity. 


FEDERAL  SUPPLEMENTAL  BENEFITS 

(EMERGENCY  UNEMPLOYMENT  COM¬ 
PENSATION) 

Ending  of  Federal  Supplemental  Benefit 
Period  in  Delaware 

This  notice  announces  the  ending  of 
the  Federal  Su];n>lemental  Benefit  Period 
in  the  State  of  Delaware  effective  Au¬ 
gust  22. 1976. 

background 

The  Emergency  Unemployment  C<Hn- 
pensation  Act  of  1974  (Public  Law  93- 
572,  enacted  December  31,  1974)  (the 
Act)  created  a  temporary  program  of 
supplementary  imemplosnnent  benefits 
(referred  to  as  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefits)  for  imemployed  individuals 
whb  have  exhausted  their  rights  to  reg¬ 
ular  and  extended  benefits  imder  State 
and  FMeral  unemplosunent  compensa¬ 
tion  laws.  Federal  Supplemental  Benefits 
are  payable  during  a  Federal  Simple- 
mental  Benefit  Period  in  a  State  which 
has  entered  into  an  Agreement  under  the 
Act  with  the  United  States  Secretary  of 
Labor.  A  Federal  Supplemental  Benefit 
Period  is  triggered  on  in  a  State  when 
imemplojrment  in  the  State  or  in  the 
State  and  the  nation  reaches  the  high 
levels  set  in  the  Act.  During  a  Federal 
Supplemental  Benefit  Period  the  max¬ 
imum  amount  of  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefits  which  are  payable  to  eligible  in¬ 
dividuals  is  up  to  13  weeks  or  26  weeks, 
depending  upon  the  level  of  the  rate  of 
insured  unemployment  in  the  State.  A 
Federal  Supplemental  Benefit  Period 
commenced  in  the  State  of  Delaware  on 
February  22.  1976. 

’The  Act  also  provides  that  a  Federal 
Supplemental  Benefit  Period  in  a  State 
will  trigger  off  when  the  rate  of  insured 
unemployment  in  the  State  averages  less 
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than  5.0  percent  over  a  period  of  thir¬ 
teen  consecutive  calendar  weeks.  The 
benefit  period  actually  terminates  at  the 
end  of  the  third  week  after  the  week  for 
which  there  is  an  “off”  indicator,  if  the 
benefit  period  will  have  been  in  effect  for 
a  minimum  duration  of  26  weeks. 

Dbtermination  or  “Orr”  iNoicArmt 

”1716  employment  security  agency  of 
the  State  of  Delaware  has  determined 
under  the  Act  and  20  CFR  618.19(b) 
(published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  23.  1976,  at  41  FR  12151,  12157) 
that  the  average  rate  of  insured  unem¬ 
ployment  in  the  State  for  the  period  con¬ 
sisting  of  the  week  ending  on  July  31. 
1976,  and  the  immediately  preceding 
twelve  weeks,  was  less  than  5.0  percent. 

Therefore.  I  have  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Act  and  20  CFR  618.- 
19(b),  and  as  authorized  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Labor’s  Order  4-75,  dated  April 
16.  1975  (published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  April  28,  1975,  at  40  FR  18515), 
that  there  was  a  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefit  “off"  indicator  in  the  State  of 
Delaware  for  the  week  ending  on  Jul^  31. 
1976,  and  that  the  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefit  Period  in  that  State  terminated 
on  August  22, 1976. 

Information  for  Claimants 

Any  individual  to  whom  Federal  Sup¬ 
plemental  Benefits  or  Federal-State  Ex¬ 
tended  l^nefits  were  pa3rable  in  the  State 
(whether  or  not  any  payment  actually 
was  made),  for  any  portion  of  the  last 
week  of  the  Federal  Supplemental  Bene¬ 
fit  Period,  will  have  an  additional  eligi¬ 
bility  period  beginning  immediately  fol¬ 
lowing  the  end  of  the  Federal  Supple¬ 
mental  Benefit  Period.  During  the  addi¬ 
tional  eligibility  period  the  individual  will 
be  entitled  to  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefits  to  the  same  extent  as  if  the 
Federal  Supplemental  Benefit  Period 
continued  to  be  in  effect.  The  additional 
eligibility  period  will  have  a  duration  of 
13  weeks,  unless  it  Is  terminated  sooner 
by  reason  of  the  beginning  of  a  new  Fed¬ 
eral  Supplemental  Benefit  Period  in  the 
State. 

Individuals  currently  filing  claims  for 
Federal  Supplemental  Benefits  will  re¬ 
ceive  written  notices  from  the  Delaware 
Department  of  Labor  of  the  end  of  the 
Federal  Supplemental  Benefit  Period  in 
that  State  and  its  effect  on  their  entitle¬ 
ment  to  Federal  Supplemental  Benefits. 
The  notice  to  any  individual  who  will 
have  an  additional  eligibility  period  fol¬ 
lowing  the  Federal  Supplemental  Benefit 
Period  will  include  information  concern¬ 
ing  potential  entitlement  to  Federal  Sup¬ 
plemental  Ben^ts  during  the  additional 
eligibility  period. 

Although  the  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefit  Period  has,  terminate,  an  Ex¬ 
tended  Benefit  Pei^od  will  continue  in 
effect  in  the  State  due  to  the  National 
“on”  indicator  for  the  Federal-State  Ex¬ 
tended  Benefit  Program,  as  announced 
in  a  notice  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  February  21, 1975,  at  40  FR  4722. 
Therefore,  Federal-State  Extended  Ben¬ 
efits  will  continue  to  be  payable  to  eligible 
individuals  in  the  State. 
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Persons  who  wish  Information  about 
their  rights  to  Federal  Sun^ilemental 
Braefits  or  Federal-State  Extraded  Ben¬ 
efits  in  the  State  of  Delaware  should 
contact  the  nearest  State  Employment 
Ofi^  of  the  Delaware  Departm^t  of 
Labor  in  their  locahty. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
19,  1976. 

William  H.  Kolbbxc, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  and  Training. 

|FR  Doc.76-24780  Piled  8-23-76:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
lTA-W-1.0161 
BROWN  SHOE  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Qi- 

gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  August  11, 1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  August  3, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  Section  221 
(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”) 
by  the  United  Shoe  Workers  of  America 
on  bdialf  of  the  workers  and  former 
woikers  the  Leach ville,  Aikansas  plant 
of  Brown  Group,  Inc.,  St.  Louis,  Miasouri 
(TA-W-1,016).  Accordingly,  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assist¬ 
ance,  Bureau  of  Intematkmal  Labor  Af¬ 
fairs,  has  instituted  an  investigation  as 
provided  in  Section  221(a)  of  the  Act 
and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  infants  and  chil¬ 
dren’s  shoes  produced  by  Brown  Shoe 
Companj.  or  an  aiH>ropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or  produc¬ 
tion,  or  both,  such  firm  or  subdivision 
and  to  the  actual  mr  threatoied  total  or 
partial  sQxtration  of  a  significant  num¬ 
ber  or  proportion  oi  the  woricers  of  such 
firm  mr  subdivision.  The  investigation  will 
further  relate,  as  ai^iropriate,  to  the  de¬ 
termination  of  the  date  on  which  total 
or  partial  seiiarations  began  or  threat¬ 
ened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the 
firm  involved.  A  group  meeting  the  digi- 
bility  requirements  of  Section  222  of  the 
Act  will  be  certified  as  digllfie  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title 
n,  Chi^ter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29 
CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CTFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  Investigation  may  request  a  piddle 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  address 
^own  below,  not  later  than  September  3, 
1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  ccmunoits  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Dtrector.  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As- 
sistanee,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  ttian  September  3, 1976. 


The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Oftee  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  UB.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W..  Washingt<m, 
D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  11th 
day  of  August  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 
fFR  Doc  76-24784  Filed  8-23-76:8:45  am) 


[TA-W-1.0161 

DETROIT  AUTOMOTIVE  PRODUCTS 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  August  11,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  July  22, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  Section  221 
(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”) 
on  behalf  (ff  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Detroit  Automotive  Products, 
Warren,  Michigan,  a  division  of  ASPRO, 
Inc.,  Westport,  Conn.  (TA-W-1,015) .  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Director,  Officer  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Inter¬ 
national  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an 
investigation  as  provided  in  Section  221 
(a)  ot  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigatiem  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
Increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  “No-Spin”  dif¬ 
ferential  and  components  produced  by 
Detroit  Automotive  Products,  or  an  ap¬ 
propriate  subdivision  thereof  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  an  absolute  de¬ 
cline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  siffiffivislon  and  to  the  ac¬ 
tual  or  threatened  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  ol  a  significant  nunffier  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision.  The  investigation  will  fur¬ 
ther  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separatimis  began  or  threatened 
to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  (ff  the  Act 
will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n. 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  ol  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13.  the  petl- 
tkmer  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  address 
liiown  below,  not  later  than  September  3, 
1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  Investigation  to  the 
Director.  Office  ot  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  September  3,  1976. 


The  petition  filed  in  this  case  Is  avail¬ 
able  for  insiiection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  UB.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washlnglnn, 
D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  11th 
day  of  August  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Offl,ce  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

|FR  Doc.78^  34785  PUed  8-23-76:8:45  sm) 


ITA-W-7941 

NORVELT  CLOTHING  CO. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-794:  investigation  regarding  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker  ad- 
Justmoit  assistance  as  prescribed  in  Sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  16,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  16.  1976  which 
was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Clothing 
Workers  of  America  on  behalf  of  work¬ 
ers  and  former  woikers  producing  rain¬ 
wear.  carcoats,  and  Jackets  at  Norvelt 
Clothing  Company.  Norvelt.  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

TTie  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  May  14. 
1976  (41  FR  20045).  No  public  hearing 
was  remiested  and  none  was  held. 

The  informatian  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  luln- 
clpalhr  from  officials  of  Norvdt  Clothing 
Company,  its  customers,  the  UB.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Intema- 
tionsd  Trade  Commission,  Industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  f(H*  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re- 
qulrments  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  ol  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’ 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  In  In¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production.  The  term 
“contributed  importantly”  means  a  caui» 
which  is  Important  but  not  neecasarfly 
more  Important  than  any  ottier  eanse. 
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Hie  Inveettyetton  Imus  teveeled  that  all 
of  the  above  criteria  hare  been  met. 

Baafuncmt  TOcal  ob  Paanaa 
SKPAaanoRB 

The  average  number  of  producUon 
workers  declined  11.1  percent  from  1973 
to  1974  and  declined  94.1  percent  from 
1974  to  1975.  Employment  declined  in 
each  quarter  at  1975  compared  to  the 
same  quarter  of  1974.  Average  hours 
worked  Increased  6J  percent  from  1973 
to  1974  and  then  declined  35.4  percent 
from  1974  to  1975. 

The  average  number  of  salaried 
workers  declined  83.3  percent  frmn  1973 
to  1974  and  declined  50.0  percent  fnmi 

1974  to  1975.  Salaried  employment  de¬ 
clined  In  each  quarter  of  1975  compared 
to  the  same  quarter  at  1974. 

An  employment  at  Norvelt  was  termi¬ 
nated  In  Deconber  1975  when  the  plant 
closed. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  data  for  1973  were  available  only 
for  the  fourth  quarter.  Total  sales  by 
Nmwelt  declined  In  value  14.2  percent  In 
the  fourUi  quarter  of  1974  compared  to 
ths  fourth  quarter  of  1973.  The  value  of 
sales  declined  43.8  percent  from  1974  to 
1975.  Sales  declined  in  each  quarter  of 

1975  when  compared  to  the  same  quarter 
of  1974. 

Production  at  Norvelt  was  Identical  to 
sales.  In  the  fourth  quarter  of  1974. 
Norvelt  iMYKiuced  mra’s  raincoats  and 
carcoats.  Production  was  stopped  In  ttie 
first  quarter  of  1975,  due  to  lack  at 
orders.  During  the  remainder  of  1975, 
Norvelt  produced  m«i’s  carcoats  and 
leisure  suit  Jackets.  All  production  ceased 
when  the  plant  closed  in  December  1975. 

Increased  Imports 


dined  5.0  percent  from  1974  to  1975.  The 
ratios  d  imports  to  domestic  production 
and  consumption  declined  from  11.5  per¬ 
cent  and  10.4  percent,  reiqiectisely.  in 
1974  to  8.1  percent  and  1J6  percent,  re- 
q?ectlvely.  In  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

The  Department’s  Investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  customm  of  the  manufac¬ 
turer  1^0  contracted  work  with  Norvelt 
in  1974  and  1975  decreased  purchases 
of  domestically  made  men’s  carcoats  and 
leisure  suits  and  increased  purchases  of 
imported  men’s  carcoats  and  leisure 
suits. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  In  the  Investigation,  I  conclude 
that  Increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  men’s  carcoats  and 
leisure  suit  Jackets  produced  at  the  Nor¬ 
velt.  Pennsylvania  plant  of  Norvelt 
Clothing  Company  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  the  total  or  partial  separatlaas 
of  the  woiii«B  of  the  plant.  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  I 
make  the  following  certification: 

All  workers  engaged  In  employment  related 
to  the  production  of  men’s  carcoats  and 
letsure  suit  Jackets  at  the  Norvelt,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  plant  of  Norvelt  Clothing  Company 
who  became  totally  or  partlaUy  aeparated 
from  employment  on  or  aftw  April  S.  1S78 
and  befcm  December  31,  107S  are  eUglble  tor 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n.  Chap¬ 
ter  2.  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1074.  All  workers 
who  became  totaUy  or  partially  separated  on 

after  December  81,  1075  are  dented  ellgl- 
hlUty  to  apply  for  adjustment  aaetetance. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DX^.  this  17th 
day  of  August  1976. 

Jambs  D.  Hoover. 

Acting  Executive  Assietant  to 
the  Deputy  Under  Secretary. 


the  actual  or  threatetied  total  or  partial 
aeparatton  of  a  aignfficant  number  or 
propoittan  at  fiie  workers  of  sadi  finn 
or  aubdlvislan.  The  Investigatlaa  will 
further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  de- 
tenninatloiiof  the  date  on  wtaidi  total  or 
partial  aepanctlona  began  or  threatened 
to  begin  end  ttie  subdlvidoQ  of  the  firm 
involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eUfltfiiiity 
requtrementa  of  Section  212  of  the  Act 
will  be  certified  ee  eUgfide  to  apply  for 
adjustment  asslstanoe  under  *1106  n. 
Chapter  2.  of  the  Act  in  aocordanoe  with 
the  provisions  of  Sifiipart  B  of  29  CFH 
Part  98. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  diowing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  snfajeet  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  Investiimtlon  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  Is 
filed  in  wilting  with  the  Director.  OfBce 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Asslstanoe,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  latw  thmti 
than  September  3.  1978. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  eub- 
mlt  written  comments  regarding  theeub- 
Ject  matter  of  this  InvestigatKm  to  the 
Director,  Offlce  of  Trade  Adjurtment  As- 
sletsace,  at  the  address  shown  bdow,  not 
later  than  Septentoer  3.  1976. 

*Ihe  petttioQ  filed  in  this  case  Is  mvafi- 
able  for  Inspection  at  the  OfBce  of  the  Di- 
reetm*.  OfBce  of  ’Trade  Adjustment  As- 
slstance.  Bureau  of  Intematlanal  Labor 
Affairs.  U.8.  Department  of  Labor.  800 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  11th 
day  of  August  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooki, 
Director,  OJJlce  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

IFB  Doc.76-24787  FUed  8-28-76:8:46  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretaiy 
ITA-W-eiS] 

PROGRESSIVE  UNIFORM  MANUFACTUR¬ 
ING  CORP..  PHILADELPHIA.  PENNSYL¬ 
VANIA 

CertHicetion  Regarding  EHgibNtly  to  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Degmitment  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA- 
W-919:  Investigation  regarding  certlfica- 
tlon  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  lurescribed  in 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  7.  1976  in  response  to  a  woiker 
petiticm  received  on  June  7,  1978  whkA 
was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Clothing 
Woriwrs  of  America  on  behalf  work¬ 
ers  and  former  workers  producing  men’s 
and  women’s  uniforms,  Jeans,  overalls, 
shorts,  Jadoets,  and  women’s  dresses  and 
skirts  at  the  Progressive  uniform  Mfg. 
Corp.  in  Philadelphia.  Pennsylvania. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Fboebal  Register  (m  Jime 
18,  1976  (41  FR  24797).  No  pubOc  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  Information  upon  which  the  deter¬ 
mination  was  made  was  obtained  prin- 


Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  outercoats 
and  Jackets  increased  absolutely  and  rel¬ 
ative  to  domestic  iwoductlon  in  each 
year  from  1971  through  1973,  and  then* 
declined  absolutely  and  relatively  from 

1973  to  1974.  Absolute  Imports  declined 
6.1  percent  from  1974  to  1975.  Domestic 
production  of  men’s  and  boys’  outercoats 
and  jackets  declined  8.7  percent  from 

1974  to  1975.  The  ratios  of  Imports  to 
domestic  production  and  consumption 
increased  from  29A  percent  and  22.9  per¬ 
cent,  respectively  In  1974  to  30.6  percent 
and  23.4  percent  In  1975. 

Imports  of  m^’s  and  boys’  suits  In¬ 
creased  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  each  year  from 
1971  through  1975.  Absolute  imports  in¬ 
creased  26Jf  percent  from  1974  to  1975. 
The  ratios  of  Imports  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  and  consumption  increased  from 
122  perooit  and  102  percent  respectlvdy 
In  1974  to  17.2  percent  and  14.6  percent, 
respective.  In  1975. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  raincoats 
declkied  absolutely  and  relive  to  do¬ 
mestic  preduetloii  from  1971  to  1972  and 
then  Incieased  abeolutely  and  rciatively 
from  1972  to  1973.  Imports  declined  ab¬ 
solute  and  relative  fnnn  1973  to  1974 
and  from  1974  to  1975.  Domestic  produc¬ 
tion  of  men’s  and  boys’  raincoats  de- 
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(TA-W-12171 

OAK  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

Investigation  Regardbig  Certification  of  EH- 
glbHity  To  Ape  fW  Worker  Adjintineat 
Asaistanco 

On  August  11, 1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  August  2, 
1976  whie  was  filed  undn*  Section  221 
(a)  of  the  ’Trade  Act  of  1974  ("the  Act”) 
on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  the  Elkhom,  Wisconsin  Dhd- 
si(xi  of  Oak  Industries,  Inc.,  Crystal 
Lake,  Illinois  (TA-W-1,017) .  According¬ 
ly,  the  Director.  Offlce  of  ’Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Istoor  Affairs,  has  Instituted  an  Investi¬ 
gation  as  provided  in  Section  221(a)  of 
the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investlgatkm  Is  to 
determine  ^rtietber  absolute  or  rdatlve 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  Uke  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  the  Inspectkm 
and  repairing  of  TV  tuners  and  CATV 
units  provided  by  Oak  Industries,  Inc., 
or  an  appropriate  subdivlskm  thereof 
have  contributed  Importantly  to  an  ab¬ 
solute  decline  In  sales  ot  moducUon.  or 
both,  of  suidi  firm  mr  subdlvlslmi  and  to 
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cipAlly  from  officials  of  the  Progressive 
Uniform  Mfg.  Cmi}^  the  UJ3.  Department 
of  Commooe.  the  JJJB.  International 
Trade  C^ommission.  Industry  analysts, 
and  Depurtment  flies. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter* 
mlnatlon  and  Issue  a  oertlflcailon  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance.  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re- 
quir^ents  of  sectkm  222  of  the  IVade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  niunber  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  In  such  woiters’ 
firm,  or  an  an>r(vriate  subdivision 
tiiereof ,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  s^?arated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  Imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  articles  pro¬ 
duced  by  such  woikere*  firm  or  an 
pr(4)riate  subdivlsimx  thereof,  have  in¬ 
creased  either  actually,  or  relative  to 
domestic  production,  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  Imports  have 
contributed  Importantly  to  the  separa- 
tkms,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production.  The  term 
“contributed  Importantly”  means  a  cause 
which  Is  Important  but  not  necessarily 
more  Important  than  any  oth^  cause. 

Ihe  lnvestlgati<m  has  revealed  that  all 
four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 

SICNIFICANT  TOTAL  OS  PARTIAL  SEPARATIONS 

Ihe  average  number  of  production 
wox^ers  declined  10.5  percent  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1976  cmnpared  to  the  first 
quarter  of  1975. 

SALES  OR  PRODUCTION,  OR  BOTH,  HAVE 
DECREASED  ABSOLUTELY 

Froducti(m  at  the  Progressive  Uniform 
Manufacturing  Corporation  decreased 
3841  percent  In  quantity  In  the  first  quar¬ 
ter  of  1976  c<Mnpared  to  the  first  quarter 

1975. 

Sales  at  the  Progressive  Uniform  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Corporation  decreased  17.4 
percent  in  value  In  the  first  quarter  ot 
1976  cmnpared  to  the  first  quarter  of 
1975. 

INCREASED  IMPORTS 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’,  and  chil¬ 
dren’s  woven  slacks,  jeans  and  shorts 
increased  In  1972  compared  to  1971,  de¬ 
creased  In  1973  and  1974,  then  Increased 
ISA  percent  In  1975  compared  to  1974, 
and  64.4  percent  In  the  first  quarter  of 
1976  compared  to  the  first  quarter  of 
1975.  ’The  ratio  of  Imports  to  dcmestic 
production  decreased  each  year  from 
1972  through  1974,  then  Increased  from 
33J  percent  In  1974  to  24.8  percent  In 
1975. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  woven  cot¬ 
ton  and. man-made  fiber  trousers  and 
shorts,  excluding  uniforms.  Increased  In 
1972  oompcu«d  to  1971,  decreased  in 

1973.  then  increased  In  1974  throueh  the 
first  quarter  of  1976.  Imports  Increased 
34.7  percent  to  1975  compared  to  1974, 


and  30.7  percent  In  the  first  quarter  of 
1976  compared  to  the  like  period  of  1975. 
The  ratio  ot  Imports  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  decreased  In  1972  compared  to  1971, 
then  Increased  every  year  from  1973 
through  1975.  ’The  ratio  of  Imports  to 
domestic  production  Increased  from  9.4 
percent  In  1974  to  14.8  percent  In  1975. 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’,  juniors’, 
girls’,  children’s  and  Infants’  coats  and 
jackets  Increased  In  1972  and  1973,  de¬ 
creased  in  1974,  then  Increased  2A  per¬ 
cent  In  1975  compared  to  1974,  and  9.5 
percent  In  the  first  quarter  of  1976  com¬ 
pared  to  the  like  period  of  1975.  The 
ratio  of  Imports  to  domestic  production 
decreased  each  year  from  1972  through 
1975.  The  ratio  of  Imports  to  domestic 
production  decreased  from  26.4  percent 
in  1974  to  21.3  percent  In  1975. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  cotton 
nontailored  outer  jackets  increased  In 
1972  and  1973,  decreased  in  1974,  then 
Increased  14.6  percent  in  1975  compared 
to  1974.  The  ratio  ot  imports  to  domes¬ 
tic  production  increased  in  1972  com¬ 
pared  to  1971,  decreased  In  1973  and 

1974,  then  increased  from  14.8  percent 
In  1974  to  16.6  percent  In  1975. 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’,  and  jun¬ 
iors’  woven  skirts  decreased  in  1972  and 

1973,  then  increased  in  1974  through  the 
first  quarter  of  1976.  Imports  Increased 
176  percoit  in  1975  compared  to  1974, 
and  322  percent  In  the  first  quarter  of 
1976  compared  to  the  first  quarter  of 

1975.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  dmnestic 
production  decreased  In  1972  and  1973, 
then  Increased  In  1974  and  1975.  The 
ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  production 
increased  from  4.7  percent  In  1974  to 
10.3  percent  In  1975. 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’,  children’s, 
and  Infants’  knit  and  woven  dresses  de¬ 
creased  each  year  from  1972  through 

1974,  then  Increased  1.6  percent  in  1975 
compared  to  1974,  and  decreased  9.3  per¬ 
cent  in  the  first  quarter  of  1976  com¬ 
pared  to  the  first  quarter  of  1975.  The 
ratio  of  Imports  to  domestic  production 
decreased  in  1972  and  1973,  then  in¬ 
creased  in  1974  and  1975.  The  ratio  of 
imports  to  domestic  production  Increased 
from  6.5  percent  in  1974  to  7.4  percent  in 

1975, 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  surveyed  indicated  that 
they  have  decreased  their  purchases  of 
clothing  from  the  Progressive  Uniform 
Manufacturing  Corporation  relative  to 
their  purchases  of  Imported  clothing. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  In  the  investigation,  I  ccmclude 
that  increases  of  Imported  men’s  and 
women’s  uniforms,  jeans,  overalls,  shorts, 
jackets,  and  women’s  dresses  and  skirts 
contributed  Importantly  to  ttie  total  or 
partial  separation  of  workers  at  the  Pro¬ 
gressive  Uniform  Manufacturing  Corpo¬ 
ration,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  I  make  the  following  certification: 


AU  workers  at  the  Progreeaive  Uullorm 
Manufacturing  Corporation.  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after  Jan¬ 
uary  8,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  under  Title  n,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  12th 
day  of  August  1976. 

Jambs  D.  Hoover, 

Acting  Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Deputy  Under  Secretary. 

|TO  Doc.24606  Piled  8-23-76:8:46  am] 


ITA-W-1,018) 

UNIVERSAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
SYSTEMS,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli> 

gibility  To  Ap^  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  August  11,  1976  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  dated  Au¬ 
gust  3,  1976  which  was  filed  under  Sec¬ 
tion  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  on  behalf  of  the  workers 
and  former  workers  of  Universal  Com¬ 
munications  Systems.  Inc.,  Roanoke, 
Virginia  (TA-W-1,018) .  Accordingly,  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International  La¬ 
bor  Affairs,  has  Instituted  an  investiga¬ 
tion  as  provided  In  Section  221(a)  of 
the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  Imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  telephone  sys¬ 
tems  and  equipment  product  by  Uni¬ 
versal  C<Hnmimlcations  Systems,  Inc.,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have 
contributed  Importantly  to  an  absolute 
decline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  or 
such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  ac¬ 
tual  or  threatened  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  of  a  significant  nizmber  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision.  The  Investigation  will  fur¬ 
ther  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threatened 
to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
Involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  under  ’Title  n,  Chap¬ 
ter  2.  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part 
90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  Interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  Is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than  Sep¬ 
tember  3, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  ctmiments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Db«ctor,  OfBce  ot  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  b^w, 
not  later  than  September  3,  1976. 
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TTie  petition  filed  in  this  case  U  avall- 
aMe  for  lnq}ectioa  at  tiie  OlBce  of  the 
Diieetor.  Office  of  Trade  Adjustmant  Aa- 
Bletance,  Bureau  of  mtonmtloaal  Labor 
Affairs.  XTB.  Dqmrtment  of  Labor.  fitO 
Constltatlon  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washlnfton, 
D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  11th 
day  of  August  1976. 

Mabvin  M.  Fooks. 

Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 
ira  000.76-84788  Filed  8-a3-76;8:«8  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

tNotlce  No.  186] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

August  19.  1976. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment.  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  b^w  and  will  be  published  only 
cmce.  HUs  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  Include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  Issues  as 
presently  reflected  In  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
ma^  to  publish  notices  of  cancellatimi 
of  hearings  as  prcunpUy  as  possible,  but 
Interested  parties  should  take  apprcmrl- 
ate  steps  to  Insure  that  they  are  notified 
ot  eancellatimi  or  poslponements  of 
hearings  In  which  they  are  Interested. 

MC  116474  (Sub  38),  LesTlttB  Frelgtit  Serr- 
Ice,  Ine.,  Bxteiulon-Kugene,  Oregon,  MC 
116474  (Sub  89).  Leavltto  Freight  Service. 
Zne..  Extenston-Seven  States.  MC  116474 
(Sub  84).  Leavitts  Freight  Service.  Zno., 
Kstenslon-Lane  County,  Oregon,  MC 
188480,  Leavitts  Freight  Service,  Inc.-Con- 
verslon  Application  end  MC  135430  (Sub 
1),  Leavitts  Freight  Service.  Ine.,  Exten¬ 
sion-Waste  Paper  (Springfield.  Oregon) 
now  assigned  September  81,  1976  at  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon  is  now  cancelled  and.  appli¬ 
cation  dismissed. 

MC  136888  (Sub-No.  7).  Cox  ft  Shay,  Inc., 
now  assigned  October  18,  1976  at  Birming¬ 
ham.  Alabama  is  canceled  and  the  appU- 
oatlon  la  dismissed. 

MO  88941  Sub  166,  Hunt  Transportation. 
Zno..  now  being  assigned  November  4.  1976 
(8  days),  at  Albuquerque.  N.  Mexico,  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC-O  9014,  Whitfield  Transportation.  Zne., 
V.  OJr.C.  Freight  Systems,  now  being  as¬ 
signed  November  4,  1976  (8  days),  at  Al¬ 
buquerque.  N.  Mexico.  In  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  deshmated. 

MO  188666  Sub  61,  Oangloff  ft  Downham 
Trucking  Co..  Inc.,  naw  being  assigned  No¬ 
vember  16,  1976  (8  days),  at  Chicago,  lU., 
in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 
MC  113661  Sub  188  ft  Sub  189,  Indiana  Re¬ 
frigerator  Lines,  Ino«  now  being  assigned 
November  18,  1976  (8  days),  at  Chicago, 
ni..  In  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  desig¬ 
nated. 

MO  188865  Sub  68,  B  ft  L  Motor  Freight,  Ine.. 
now  being  assigned  November  16.  1976  (8 
days) ,  at  Chicago,  lU.,  In  a  hearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

MC  184961  (Sub  36),  Wathen  lYansport,  Ine. 
now  being  assigned  September  80.  1976  (1 
day)  at  LoulsvOIe,  Kentucky  and  will  be 
held  In  Boom  878,  Federal  Building.  600 
Federal  Place. 


MC  118989  (Sub  189),  Jerry  Uppe.  fne.  new 
assigned  September  81.  1976  a*  LoefiselllB, 
Kentucky  and  wUl  be  held  la  Boom  873. 
Federal  Building.  600  Federal  Place. 

MO  111739  (Sub  587).  Purolator  Oouiler 
Corp.  now  assigned  September  14.  1976  at 
Frankfort,  Kentucky  uid  win  be  held  In 
the  tTJ3.  District  Courtroom,  8rd  floor. 
J(dm  O.  Watts  Federal  Bulldti«. 

MC-F  13784,  Smith's  Transfer  Corporation— 
Purchase — A  ft  W  Service,  Ine.  and  MC 
110689  (Sub  108),  Smith's  Transfer  Cor¬ 
poration  now  asslghed  September  38.  1976 
at  Louisville,  Kentucky  and  wlU  be  held 
la  Room  873,  Federal  Building,  600  Fed¬ 
eral  Place. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretarp. 

[FR  Doc.76-24800  Filed  8-23-76:8:46  am] 


[Second  Revised  Exemption  No.  188; 
Rule  19.  Ex  Parte  241] 

EXEMPTION  UNDER  PROVISION  OF  tHE 
MANDATORY  CAR  SERVICE  RULES 

To; 

The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Rail¬ 
road  CkHnpany. 

Chicago  ft  Eastern  Illinois  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany. 

Chicago  and  North  Western  Transportation 
Company. 

Chicago.  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Padfle 
Railroad  Company. 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company. 

Illinois' Central  Gulf  Railroad  Company. 
Louisville  and  Nashville  Railroad  Company. 
Mlssourl-nUnols  Railroad  Company. 

Mlssotui  Pacific  Railroad  Company. 

St.  Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Company. 
Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Company. 
Southern  Railway  Company. 

The  Texas  and  Pacific  Railway  Company. 

It  appearing.  That  the  thirteen  rail¬ 
roads  listed  below  have  mutually  agreed 
to  the  use  of  each  other’s  empty  plain 
cars  having  mechanical  deadgnatiozis 
“XM”,  “PM" — ^less  than  200,000  lbs., 
“OA”,  “GB",  “GD",  “GH".  “GS“.  and 
“OT"  and  bearing  reporting  marks  as¬ 
signed  to  such  carriers. 

It  furth^  appearing  that  these  thir¬ 
teen  railroads  have  mutually  agreed  to 
participate  in  an  Expanded  C3eaiing- 
house  Project  In  which  each  xoad  will 
treat  the  cars  of  the  other  twelve  roads 
as  systems,  with  the  Car  Service  Division 
of  the  AAR  acting  as  agent. 

It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Ruilo 
19,  empty  plain  cars  described  In  the 
Official  Railway  Equipment  Register 
LC.C.-RJBJl.  No.  400,  issued  by  W.  J. 
Trezise,  or  successive  issues  thereof,  as 
having  mechanical  deslgnattons  “Xlt**, 
“PM"-4e8s  than  200.000  lbs.,  “OA", 
“GB",  “OD",  “OH".  “OS”,  and  “OT’  and 
bearing  the  following  reporting  marks 
are  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  Car 
Service  Rules  1(a),  2(a),  and  2(b),  while 
on  the  lines  ci  any  of  the  above  named 
railroads. 

The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Railroad 
Company,  Reporting  Marks:  ATSF. 
Chicago  ft  Eastern  Illinois  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany.  Reporting  Marks:  CEI  Effective  July 
16.  1976. 

Chicago  and  North  Westwn  Transportation 
Company,  Reporting  Marks:  CNW-COW- 


CMO^KEMI-MBTL. 

Chloiwa,  Mttwauhee.  St.  Paul  and  Pacific 
Hatiroart  Oompany.  BepcrMng  Marks: 
MILW  Effeottva  July  16,  1976. 

Chicago,  Book  Island  and  Pacific  Raboad 
Company,  Beparttng  Marks:  RI-ROCK. 
nUnolB  Central  Gulf  Rafiroad  Company,  Re¬ 
porting  Marka:  ICCMIMftO-IC. 

*■  LoulsvUle  and  NaahvtUe  RaMsead  Conmany. 
Reporting  Marks:  LftH-tSL-MON-MC 

Effective  Angust  16,  1676. 

Mlssourl-IUlnols  Railroad  Company,  Report¬ 
ing  Marks:  Ml  Effective  July  18.  1976. 
Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Conu>aoy,  B^>ort- 
Ing  Marks:  MP  Effective  July  IS,  1976. 

St.  Louie  Sonthweetern  Railway  Company 
Reporting  Maxks:  SOW  Effective  Jiffy  16. 
1976. 

1  Seaboahl  Coast  Line  Railroad  Company  Re¬ 
porting  Marks:  SCL-AOL-CftWC-8AL 
Effective  August  16,  1976. 

Southern  BaUway  Company,  R^xwtlng 
Marks:  SOU-AEC-CG-GF-NS-SA  Effective 
July  15,  1976. 

The  Texas  and  Pacific  Railway  Company,  Re¬ 
porting  Marks:  TftP  Effective  July  18,  1976. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
will  become  effective  for  specific  owner¬ 
ships  cm  dates  to  be  set  by  the  Car  Service 
Divlsioci  as  each  rocul  is  phased  into  the 
Project  starting  July  15.  1976,  the  Car 
Service  Division  to  Issue  appropriate 
notification  to  Project  puticlpants,  and 
to  advise  the  undersigned. 

Expires  Ptebniary  15, 1977. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  II, 
1976. 

INTEBSTAIX  COMimCff 
COXIOSSION. 

Lxwu  R.  TEXHX, 

Agent. 

(FR  Doc.76-34804  Filed  8-83-76;8:45  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

August  19,  1976. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  bem  filed  requesting  rdlef  from  the 
requirements  of  Section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  pennit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  In  the  appll- 
cfftion  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  Intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  In  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  Oenend  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed 
within  15  days  from  the  date  of  puUlca- 
tlon  of  this  notice  In  the  Fkdekal  Rbq- 

ZSTSK. 

PSA  No.  43217— Joint  Water-RaU  Con¬ 
tainer  Rates — Par  Eastern  Shipping 
Company.  Filed  by  Par  Eastern  Shipping 
Company,  (No.  S>,  for  Its^  and  Inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  general  com¬ 
modities,  from  ports  In  ReptftiUe  of  the 
Philippines,  Singapore,  Thailand  and 
West  Malaysia,  to  rail  carriers  terminals 
on  the  UB.  Atlantic  and  Gulf  coasts. 

Groimds  foe  r^ef — ^Water  competi¬ 
tion. 

PSA  No.  4321g->ro<nt  Water-RaO  Con- 
tsOmer  Rates—Facifie  Far  East  Line,  ine. 
Piled  by  Padfle  Far  East  Line,  Xnd.,  (Noi 


*  Effective  tfete  Inserted. 
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8) ,  for  itself  and  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  general  commodities,  from  rail 
stations  on  the  UJ3.  Atlantic  and  Gulf 
Seaboard,  to  p(Hts  in  The  Federation  of 
Malaysia  and  the  Republic  of  Singi^re. 

Grounds  for  relief — Water  competi¬ 
tion. 

F8A  No.  43219 — Joint  Water~Rail  Con~ 
tainer  Rates — Knutsen  Line.  Filed  by 
Knutsen  Line,  (No.  3),  for  itself  and  in¬ 
terested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  general 
commodities,  between  ports  in  Ilie  Fed¬ 
eration  of  B^aysla,  Hong  K(mg,  Japan. 
Korea.  ITie  Republic  of  Singapore  and 
Taiwan,  and  rail  stations  on  the  n.S.  At¬ 
lantic  and  Gulf  Seaboard. 

Grounds  for  relief — Water  competition. 

By  the  Commissicm, 

Robert  L.  Oswald. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-24799  FUed  6-23-76;8:46  am] 


[Notioe  No.  108] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPUCATIONS 

August  19, 1976. 

Die  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
aivlications  for  temporary  authority  un¬ 
der  Section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CJ'Jl.  i  1131.3.  Tliese 
rules  provide  that  an  original  and  six 
(6)  copies  of  protests  to  an  s^iplicatlon 
may  be  filed  with  the  field  official  named 
in  the  Federal  Register  publication  no 
later  than  the  15th  calendar  day  after 
the  date  the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  the  protest  must 
be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  author¬ 
ized  representative,  if  any,  and  the  pro- 
testant  must  certify  that  such  service 
has  been  made.  ITie  protest  must  identify 
the  operating  authority  upon  which  it 
is  preheated,  specifying  the  **MC”  docket 
and  “Sub”  number  and  qoutlng  the  par¬ 
ticular  portion  of  authority  upon  aiiich 
it  relies.  Also,  the  protestant  shall  specify 
the  service  it  can  and  will  provide  and 
the  amount  and  type  of  equlisnent  it  will 
with  the  service  contraiplat^  by  the  TA 
application.  TTie  weight  accorded  a  pro¬ 
test  shall  be  governed  by  the  ccxnplete- 
ness  and  pertinence  of  the  protestant’s 
information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  lujplicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commls- 
Eion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in  the 
I.C.C.  Field  Office  to  which  protests  are 
to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  106089  (Sub-No.  13  TA) ,  filed 
August  11.  1976.  Applicant:  JOHN  G. 
LANE  LINES,  INC.,  1017  North  McDuff 
Aye.,  P.O..  Box  6854,  Jacksonville, 
Fla.  32205.  Applicant’s  representative: 
McCarthy  Crenshaw.  1205  Universal 


Marlcm  Bldg.,  21  W.  Church  St,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla.  32202.  Authority -sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Bakery  products  (not  refrigerated 
and  not  frozen)  and  potato  chips,  from 
Jacksonville.  Fla.,  to  points  in  Alabama 
(except  Montgomery  and  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama  located  within  an  area  boimded  by 
U.S.  Highway  80,  on  the  north,  U.S. 
Highway  31,  on  the  west,  the  Alabama- 
Florlda  State  Lines  on  the  south,  and  the 
Alabama-Georgia  State  Line  on  the  east, 
and  from  the  points  in  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  territory  to  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
(limited  to  stale  bakery  products  on  re¬ 
turn  movement),  for  150  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  imderlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Dixie  Dar¬ 
ling  Bakers,  Inc.,  825  Barnett  St.,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla.  32209.  Send  protests  to: 
G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  Box  35008,  400  West  Bay 
St.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  336  TA) ,  filed 
August  11.  1976.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE 
MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  113, 
Joplin.  Mo.  64801.  Ai^licant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Max  G.  Morgan,  223  C^iudad  Bldg., 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  IrregtUar  routes, 
transporting:  Special  nuclear  materials, 
from  Lynchburg,  Va.,  to  Sargents,  Ohio, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Navy  Nuclear  Pud  Division,  Bab¬ 
cock  k  Wilcox,  Box  785,  Lynchburg,  Va. 
24505.  Send  protests  to:  John  V.  Bsury, 
District  SupWvlsor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions.  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
600  Federal  Bldg.,  911  Walnut  St,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  112288  (Sub-No.  12  TA),  filed 
August  10,  1976.  Applicant:  YAR¬ 

BROUGH  TRANSFER  CO.,  1500  Doune 
St,  Winston-Salem.  N.C.  27107.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative:  Charles  FSphiulm, 
Suite  600,  1250  Connecticut  Ave.,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Commodities,  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  between  points  in 
North  Csuolina,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  South  Carolina, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
imderlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  trip¬ 
pers:  There  are  approximately  10  state¬ 
ments  of  support  attached  to  the  appli¬ 
cation,  whir  may  be  examined  at  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  copies  thereof  which 
may  be  examined  at  the  field  office 
named  below.  Send  protests  to:  Terrell 
Price.  District  Supervisor,  800  Briar 
Creek  Road,  Mart  Office  Bldg.,  Room 
CC516,  Charlotte.  N.C.  28205. 

No.  MC  114533  (Sub-No.  348  TA) ,  filed 
August  9,  1976.  Applicant:  BANKERS 
DISPATCH  CORP.,  1106  W.  36th  St., 


Chicago,  HI.  60609.  Applicant’s  represeht- 
atlve:  Paul  R.  Bergant  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Audit 
media  and  other  business  records,  be¬ 
tween  Marion.  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Indianapolis.  Ind.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  shipments  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  air,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Fisher-Body- 
General  Offices,  GMC,  J.  R.  Murphy,  Di¬ 
rector  of  'Traffic,  30001  Vay  Dyke,  Traffic 
Activity,  Room  162-11,  Warren,  Mich. 
48090.  Send  protests  to :  Patricia  A.  Ros- 
coe.  Transportation  Assistant.  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Fhrerett  McKin¬ 
ley  Dirksen  Bldg.,  219  S.  Dearborn  St., 
Room  1386,  Chicago,  HI.  60604. 

No.  MC  115092  (Sub.  No.  48  TA) .  filed 
August  11.  1976.  Applicant:  TOMA¬ 
HAWK  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  O, 
Vernal.  Utah  84078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Walter  Kobos,  1016  Kehoe 
Drive,  St.  Charles,  Ill.  60174.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber,  frixn  Escalante, 
Utah,  to  Chicago.  Rockford,  Peoria, 
Springfield,  and  Champaign,  U.;  Indi¬ 
anapolis  and  Fort  Wayne,  Ind. ;  Milwau¬ 
kee,  Madison,  Green  Bay  and  LaCrosse, 
Wis.;  Minneapolis,  Minn.;  Des  Moines 
and  Davenport,  Iowa;  Omaha,  N^r., 
and  all  of  their  respective  commercial 
zon^,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Teton  West  Lumber  Co., 
P.O.  Box  3656,  Casper.  Wyo.  82602.  Send 
protests  to:  Lyle  D.  Heifer,  District 
Supervisor.  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Bureau  of  Operations,  5301  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  125  South  State  St.,  Salt  Lake 
City.  Utah  84138. 

No.  MC  136848  (Sub-No.  10  TA) .  filed 
August  11,  1976.  Applicant:  JAMES 
BRUCE  LEE  AND  STANLEY  LEE,  doing 
business  as  LEE  CONTRACT  CAR¬ 
RIERS,  Old  Route  66.  P.O.  Box  48.  Pon¬ 
tiac,  m.  61768.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Edward  F.  Stanula,  837  E.  162nd 
St.,  South  Holland,  HI.  60473.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Magazines.  magazine 

parts,  printed  paper  and  printed  inserts; 
and  printing  paper  (other  than  news¬ 
print  or  carbonized)  not  printed  or  im¬ 
printed  in  rolls  and  sheets,  from  Pontiac 
HI.,  to  Milwaukee,  New  Berlin  and  Wau- 
ke^a.  Wis.;  New  York,  N.Y.;  Falrvlew, 
Vineland  and  Trenton,  N.J.;  Bridgeport. 
New  Britain,  North  Haven  and  Bristol, 
Conn.;  Indianapolis,.  Ind.;  Des  Moines, 
Meridith  and  Mt.  Pleasant,  Iowa;  Dan- 
ton,  Ohio;  Waseco,  Minn.;  Hialeah,  Fla., 
Lavonia,  Mich.;  Effilngham,  Chicago. 
Bloomington,  Carbondale  and  Centralia, 
HI.;  and  from  Bristol,  Conn.,  to  Pontiac, 
Cr^tte!  Lake.  Effingham,  Bloomington 
and  Chicago.  HI.;  Greenville,  Ind.;  and 
Printing  paper,  (other  than  newsprint  or 
carbonized)  not  printed  or  imprinted,  in 
rolls  or  sheets,  between  our  plant  and 
warehouse  facilities  at  or  near  Pontiac. 
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Ill.,  aa  the  one  hand,  and  our  plants  and 
warehouse  facilities  at  or  near  Bristol 
and  New  Haven,  Conn.,  on  the  other,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  City  Na> 
tlonal  Printing  Co..  Merle  Shoop,  Super¬ 
intendent,  1600  N.  Main  St..  Pcmtiac,  HI. 
61764.  Send  protests  to:  Patricia  A.  Ros- 
coe.  Transportation  Assistant,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Everett  McEin- 
ley  Ehrksen  Bldg.,  219  S.  Dearborn  St.. 
Room  1386,  Chicago,  HI.  60604. 

No.  MC  138177  (Sub-No.  5  TA),  filed 
August  11,  1976.  Applicant:  BROWN 
TRUCKINO,  INC.,  7622  Apple  Valley 
Road.  Memphis,  Tenn.  38138.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  Paul  Jones,  189 
Jefferson  Ave.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38103. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Coal,  in 
bulk,  in  dump  vehicles;  (1)  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  St.  Bernard  Coal  Co.,  and 
C.OJI.D.  Mining  Company  near  Mor¬ 
gantown,  Ky.,  and  from  the  faciltles  of 
Alley-Casslty  Coal  Co.,  Inc.,  and  St. 
Bernard  Coal  Co.,  near  Nashville,  Tenn,, 
to  the  plantslte  of  Arkansas  Lightweight 
Aggregate  Corp.,  near  West  Memphis, 
Ark.;  and  (2)  which  has  an  immediate 
prior  movement  by  water,  from  the  site 
of  a  terminal  at  President’s  Island, 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  the  plantslte  of 
Arkansas  Lightweight  Aggregate  Corp., 
near  West  Memphis,  Ark.,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlsring 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  dasrs  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Arkansas 
Lightweight  Aggregate  Corp.,  P.O.  Box 
1667,  West  Memphis,  Ark.  72301.  Send 
protests  to:  Floyd  A.  Johnson,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Suite 
2006,  100  North  Main  St.,  Memphis, 
Tenn.  38103.  _ 

No.  MC  140443  (Sub-No.  2  TA),  filed 
August  12,  1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
DELIVERY  SERVICE  OP  WASHINO- 
TON,  INC.,  1101  Ripley  St.,  Silver  Spring, 
Md.  20910.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jeremy  Kahn,  Suite  733,  Investment 
Bldg.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Checks  and  related  bank 
papers,  (1)  from  the  Baltimore  Branch. 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Richmond,  Bal¬ 
timore,  Md.,  to  points  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  points  in  Arlington,  Fairfax. 
Loudoun  and  Prince  William  Coimties, 
Va.,  and  the  cities  of  Alexandria,  Fair¬ 
fax  and  Falls  Church,  Va.,  and  points  in 
Herkeley,  Grant,  Hampshire,  Hardy, 
Jefferson,  Mineral  and  Morgan  Coimties, 
W.  Va.;  (2)  from  the  Baltimore  Branch, 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Richmond, 
Baltimore,  Md.,  to  the  Friendship  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  near  Baltimore,  Md., 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  subsequent  movement  by 
air,  and  (3)  from  Cumberland,  Md.,  to 
points  in  Berkeley,  Grant,  Hampshire, 
Hardy,  Jefferson,  Mineral  and  Morgan 
Counties,  W.  Va.,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  having  a  prior 
movement  by  air,  and  (4)  from  points  In 


Arllngttm,  Fairfax,  Loudoim  and  Prince 
Wiliam  Counties,  Va.,  and  the  cities  of 
Alexandria,  Fairfax  and  Falls  Church. 
Va.,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  the 
Baltimore  Branch.  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Richmond,  Baltimore,  Md.,  under  a 
cmitinuing  contract  with  Baltimore 
Branch.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Rich¬ 
mond,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Baltimore  Branch.  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  of  Richmimd.  7210  Ambassador 
Road,  Baltimore.  Md.  21207.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  12th  ft  Constitution  Ave.,  NW., 
Room  1413,  W.  C.  Hersman,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

No.  MC  142004  (Sub-No.  1  TA) ,  filed 
Augfist  9,  1976.  Apphcant:  JAMES  M. 
BATES,  doing  business  as  BATES 
TRUCKING,  Box  323,  TOlono,  HI.  61880. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  W. 
Dodd,  201  Springfield,  Suite  206,  Cham¬ 
paign,  HI.  61820.  Authority  sought  to  (H)- 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Building  materials  (except  dry  ce¬ 
ment),  between  points  in  Montgomery, 
Fountain,  Warren,  Uppicanoe,  Marion. 
Hendricks,  Boone,  Vigo  Parke,  Vermil¬ 
lion  and  Putnam  Coimties  Ind.;  points 
in  Vermillion,  Champaign  and  Edgar 
Counties,  HI.,  under  a  c<mtinuing  con¬ 
tract  with  The  Wlskes  Corporation,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  da3r8  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
The  Wlskes  Corporation.  D.  A.  Soes, 
Manager,  TraflSc  &  Consolidation,  515  N. 
Washington  Ave.,  Saginaw,  Mich.  48607. 
Send  protests  to:  Patricia  A.  Rbscoe, 
Transportation  Assistant.  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Everett  McKin¬ 
ley  Dirksen  Bldg.,  219  S.  Dearborn  St., 
Room  1386,  Cffilcago,  HI.  60604. 

No.  MC  142264  (Sub-No.  1  TA).  filed 
August  11,  1976.  Applicant:  RAYMOND 
E.  PATTERSON,  doing  business  as  RAY 
PA’TTERSON  MOTORS,  389  East  Main, 
Greenwood,  Ind.  46142.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Alki  E.  Scopelltls,  815  Mer¬ 
chants  Bank  Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  (H>erate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Used  mo¬ 
tor  vehicles,  in  truckaway  service,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Hlinols,  Indiana.  Ken¬ 
tucky.  Ohio,  Michigan  and  Tennessee, 
for  180  days.  Supporttaig  shippers:  ITiere 
are  approxlmatehr  20  statements  of  sup¬ 
port  attached  to  the  application,  which 
may  be  examined  at  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  Washington.  D.C., 
or  copies  tho-eof  which  may  be  exam¬ 
ined  at  the  field  office  named  below. 
S^d  protests  to:  William  S.  Ennis, 
Transportation  Specialist,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Federal  and  U.S, 
Courthouse.  46  East  Ohio  St.,  Room  429, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 

No.  MC  142337  TA.  filed  August  10, 
1976.  Applicant:  CAN-FAST  EXPRESS 
LTD.,  54-Tran8well  Ave.,  TOnmto.  On¬ 
tario,  Canada.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Morton  Flnkelstein  (same  address 
as  apidicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 


erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Parts,  material,  supplies,  and  such 
merchandise  required  tor  the  manufac¬ 
turing  and/or  Installations  produced  or 
distributed  by  Honeywell,  Ltd.,  Canada, 
between  Ports  of  Entry,  on  the  United 
States-Canadian  International  Bound¬ 
ary  in  New  York,  Michigan  and  Ver¬ 
mont,  (m  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Boston,  Lawrence,  Framingham, 
Waltham,  Mass.;  Philadelphia  and 
Leechburg,  Pa.;  (Heveland  and  Akron, 
Ohio;  Chicago.  Freeport  and  Arlington 
Heights,  HI.;  Detroit,  Mich.,  restricted  to 
service  for  Honeywell  Limited  Chnada, 
and  further  restricted  to  transportation 
by  air  ride  trailers,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Honeywell  Limited.  Appli¬ 
cant  intends  to  tack,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Honesnvell  Limited,  740 
Ellesmere  Road,  Scarborough.  Ontario. 
Canada  MIP  2V9.  Send  protests  to: 
George  M.  Parker,  District  Supervisor, 
Room  910,  111  West  Huron  St.,  Buffalo, 
N.Y.  14202. 

No.  MC  142342  TA.  filed  August  12.. 
1976,  Applicant:  AGGREGATE  TEtANS- 
PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  D,  Albany,  Ga. 
31702.  Applicant’s  representative:  J.  Mi¬ 
chael  May,  Suite  400,  1447  Peachtree 
St..  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Oa.  30309.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Sand,  from  Atlanta.  Eden 
and  ’Thomasvllle.  Oa.,  to  Anniston,  Bir¬ 
mingham  and  Motts,  Ala.;  points  in  Col¬ 
bert  and  Marshall  Counties,  Ala.;  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Panama  City,  Pensacola,  Pm’t 
St.  Joe  and  West  Palm  Beach,  Fla,;  Cor¬ 
bin,  Ky.;  points  in  Marshall  and  Nuh- 
lenberg  Coimties,  Ky.;  Pascagoula. 
Miss.;  Charleston  and  C(H>per  Hill, 
Tenn.;  and  points  in  Anderson.  Hamblen, 
Hardin,  Jefferson,  Loudon,  Polk,  Rhea 
and  Warren  Counties.  Tenn.,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  under¬ 
lying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  (v- 
eratlng  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Dawes  Mining  Cmnpany,  Inc.,  2480 
Windy  Hill  Road,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Send  protests  to:  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  1^- 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Box 
35008,  400  West  Bay  St.,  Jacksimvllle, 
Fla. 32202. 

No.  MC  142343  TA.  filed  August  10, 
1976.  Applicant:  JOSEPH  MACRI,  doing 
business  as  J  &  M  TRUCTGNO,  8237  West 
Mexico,  Lakewood,  C7<do.  80226.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Joseph  Macrl 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Author!^ 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Offal  and  inedible  meat 
and  meat  by-products,  in  shipper  owned 
trailers,  from  Tonington  and  Riverton, 
Wyo.,  to  Denver,  Colo.,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  with  Denver  Recycling  Com¬ 
pany.  for  180  days.  Supporting  Shipper: 
Denver  Recycling  Company,  5350  N. 
Washington  St.,  Denver,  Colo.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Roger  L.  Buchanan,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  721  19th  St,  492  US.  CTustoms 
House,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 
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No.  MC  142344  TA.  filed  August  11, 
1976.  Applicant:  PLANTATION  WOOD 
PRODUCTS.  INC.,  IMO  Oakbaven  Drtve, 
Albany.  Ga.  31702.  AppUcact’s  vepre- 
eentatlye:  B(ri>ert  L.  Anudd  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vriiicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  tramgxirt- 
Ing:  Pomltry  grtt,  from  the  plant  and 
war^ouse  facility  of  Blaekledge  Stone 
Company  In  Rsmdolph  County,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  Alabama  north  of  Intostate  20 
and  points  in  Tennessee  east  of  Highway 
231,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Blaekledge  Stone  Company.  Route  3, 
Box  489  B,  Leesburg,  Ga.  31763.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Box  35008,  400 
West  Bay  St.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202. 

No.  MC  142345  TA.  filed  August  11, 
1976.  Applicant:  A-1  PROFESSIONAL 
PACK  b  LOAD.  INC..  2027  SE  90th 
Place,  Portland.  Oreg.  97216.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Nancy  C.  Fink 
(same  address  as  applicant)  .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vdtiicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Used  housdiold 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  re¬ 
stricted  to  shipments  packed  and  IocmI^ 
by  A-1  Profes^onal  Pack  and  Locwl,  Inc., 
and  further  restricted  to  shipments 
transported  in  shipper-leased  vehicles, 
between  points  in  Arkansas.  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Blinois, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  kfinnesota,  Missouri,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Nebraska.  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  Wisconsin  and 
Wymning,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shli> 
pers:  There  are  luiproximately  7  state¬ 
ments  of  support  attached  to  the  applica¬ 
tion,  which  may  be  examined  at  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
Washington,  D.C..  or  copies  thereof 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  field  office 
named  below.  Send  protests  to:  W.  J. 
Huetig,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operati(»i8,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  114  Pioneer  Courthouse,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.  97204. 

Passckgeb  Application 

No.  MC  142325  (Sub-Nb.  1  TA) .  filed 
August  9. 1976.  Applicant:  ALEXANDER 
JAMES  AND  JAMES  E.  SYKES.  JR.,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  ALJAM(X3  LEISURE,  36 
N.  Edgewood  St.,  Philadelphia.  Pa.  19139. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Alan  Kahn, 
Two  Penn  Center  Haza,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.  19102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Passen- 
gen  and  their  boogage  in  the  same  ve- 
v^h  the  pasaengets,  in  special  qiq- 


eratlmis,  between  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  oa  the  other,  p^ts 
on  the  Delaware  Bay  and  Atlantic  Coast 
of  New  Jersey,  from  Penngrove,  Glou¬ 
cester  County,  to  Sandy  Hook.  Mon- 
mentfh  Gount^,.  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  undeziying  BTA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  daye  of  operating  authority. 
Stmporting  shippers:  Guardian  Cfivic 
League,  Inc.,  5406  Pine  St.,  Philadriphla, 
Pa.  19143.  First  Masonic  District.  Prince 
HaU  Grand  Loi^e,  4301  N.  Broad  St., 
I^iiladelphia,  Pa.  19140.  Lancaster 
Avenue  Business  Assoc.,  4145  Lancaster 
Ave.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  Optimists  Inti, 
8246  W.  Chester  Pike.  Upper  Darby,  Pa. 
Send  protests  to:  Monica  A.  Blodgett, 
Transportation  Assistant.  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  600  Arch  St., 
Room  3238,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106. 

By  the  Commisaion. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

IPK  Doc.76-24798  Piled  6-23-76;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  17] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
.  PROCEEDINGS 

AUGXTST  24,  1976. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au- 
tho^y  under  Section  210a(b>  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  transfer  application  under  Sec¬ 
tion  212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49  CFR 
Part  1132: 

No.  MC-FC-76700.  By  application  filed ' 
August  13.  1976.  A88CXTATED  BOAT 
TRANSPORT.  INC..  10006  126th  NE.. 
Kirkland,  WA  96033,  seeks  temporary  au¬ 
thority  to  transfer  a  portion  of  the  opi¬ 
ating  rights  of  ASSeXTATED  TRANS¬ 
FER  A  STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  730  N. 
Northlake  Way.  Seattle.  WA  98103,  under 
section  210a(b).  The  transfer  to  ASSO¬ 
CIATED  BOAT  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  of 
the  operating  ri^ts  of  ASSOCTATED 
TRANSFER  ft  STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  is 
presmtly  pending, 

Robcrt  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  DDe.76-348a3  PUed  »-33-78;8:46  am] 

[I.C.C.  Order  No.  ITS  Under  Revised 
service  Order  No.  994) 

REROUTING  TRAFFIC 

7b  aU  RaUroade.  In  the  opinion  of 
Lewis  R  Teeple,  Agent,  the  Green  Moun¬ 
tain  Rallvoad  Corporatton  is  unable  to 
transport  traffic  over  its  line  because  of 
trade  damage  ftom  flooding. 

It  is  ordered,  TTmt,  ta)  The  Green 
Mountain  Railroad  Corpiation,  being 
unable  to  transport  tra^  over  Its  line 
besauBw  of  track  damage  from  flooding, 

•  I 


that  carrier  la  hecebsr  authorised  to  re- 
Eoote  or  divert  such  traffic  via  any  avail¬ 
able  Bcnte  to  expedite  ttie  movement. 
The  Uflkig  covering  all  such  can  re- 
Bonted  shall  carry  a  reference  to  this 
order  as  authority  for  the  lerouti^. 

(hi  Conemrence  of  reeeivina  roads  to 
be  obtained.  The  raiJ^ad  desiring  to  di¬ 
vert  or  reroute  traffic  under  this  order 
shall  receive  the  conciurrence  of  other 
railroads  to  which  such  traffic  is  to  be 
diverted  or  rerouted,  before  the  rerout¬ 
ing  or  diversion  is  onlered. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  Bach  car¬ 
rier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order  shall  notify  each  shipper  at 
the  time  each  car  Is  rerouted  or  diverted 
and  shall  furnish  to  such  shipper  the  new 
routing  provided  under  this  order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  is  deemed  to  be  due  to 
carrier  disability,  the  rates  applicable  to 
traffic  diverted  or  rerouted  by  said  Agent 
shall  be  the  rates  which  were  applicable 
at  the  time  of  shipment  an  the  shipments 
as  originally  routed. 

(e)  Li  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  emnmon  carriers 
involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements,  or  arrangements 
now  exist  between  them  with  reference 
to  the  division  of  the  rates  of  transporta¬ 
tion  aiHilicable  to  said  traffic.  Divisions 
shall  be.  during  the  time  this  order  re¬ 
mains  in  force,  those  voluntarily  agreed 
upon  by  and  between  said  carriers;  or 
up<xi  failure  of  the  carriers  to  so  agree, 
said  divisions  shall  be  those  hereafter 
fixed  by  the  Commission  in  accordance 
with  pertinent  authority  conferred  upon 
it  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(f)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall 
become  effective  at  4:30  pm.,  August  10, 
1976. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  pm.,  September  10.  1976, 
unless  otherwise  modified  change,  or 
suspended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads.  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion.  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  sigreement 
under  the  terms  of  that  agreement,  end 
upon  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
AssociatkMx;  imd'  that  it  be  filed  with  the 
IXrector,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued’  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  10, 
1976. 

IMTERSTATB  COMHERCX 
CoioeissiON 
I^wxs  R.  Teeple, 

Agent. 

[FR  000.76-24801  Filed  8-23-76:8:45  am] 
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